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L_w is an existential co_lltion in which men are carriers of rights

a_i duties, privileges and immunities. No formal structure suppc_tir_ the

system of law need be visible. Those 8ccuz_ to seeing is_ o_ly _ its

formal institutionsj in te_-ns of statutesj decisions, _udges, legislatol_s

e_i administrators miss the point. Lew can be found any place and sA_

time that a group gathers to_ther to pursue an objective° The r¢_le_, open

or covert, by which tkey govern themselves_ and the methods a_d techniques

by which these rules _e. e_orced is the law of the group° _udge_ by _is

broe_ star_ard, most law-making is too ephem_:al to be even noticed. But

when conflict within t_e Eroup en_ues_ end it is forced to decide be_ween

conflicting claims_ law arises in an overt and relatively conspicuous

fashion° The challenge forces decision_ and decisions make lawo

T_is Report is a study in small group decision_makir_o It_ _Ject

matter is the rules by which a confined microsociety with a single, ',hi_1_y

dir_cted purpose geverne itself. In told-February of the present _e_r, the

two authors were invited to associate themselves with an already e_xi_ting

series of studies on optimal levels of protein intake in the human 1_eir_o

Series o_e of these studies _l_enthouse I, 8 December 1964 to 6 Feb_

1965) had already been cc_leted end series two {Penthouse If, 2 Me_ch to

28 May, 1965) was to commence in a few d_TSo The subjects (Ss) of _:he ex_

perlment ha_ already been chosen_ the staff aseemble_ and instruc_ and

the site prepared°

The ei_ of these experiments is notable. It is the Penthou_ of

the building occupie_, by the Depa1_ment of Nutritio_z_l Science at, _

University of California, Berkeley. The indoor living space of ths
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Penthouse is approximate_ly2600 square feet, s_i it is surrounded _[_a

ten_m_e of about 9800 square feet. _ s_ries of studies on nutriDion

is under the direction of _. _Puldon _,'"........ ?rofessor of Nut_itlon as

principal investigator, and Dr. Doris Cal!uw_y, Professor of Nutrition as

co-principal investigator. The Ss were confin_l in the area of the Pe:_t_

house for periods of 58. 88, and 43 days.

The authors of this R._ort are I_-o Thcma_ A. Cowan, Professor o:?

Law, Rutgers University._ and Dr, Donald A. S'hrickland, now Assis+_t

Professor of Political Science, Purdue University° At the time of the

experiments described here, both authors were members af the Space Sciences

Laboratory of the University of Cali_rnia (Berkeley), under the auspices

of Dr° C. West Chute/reran,Associate Director for Social Sciemces_ The

nutritional aspects aS the study were supported by National Aeronautic:_

amd Space _Iministration grant No° 05-003-068. _he Space Sciences La_ra_

tory aspect_ of the st_ were supported under NASA grant NsG 243-62 °

In addltic_ to the authors, Dr. John Bosley, Mr,, MartLu Stow_ and _rSo

Sue31em Lanstein were members of the Space Sciences staff or consultants

on this Report.

_po_ of Study

The purpose of the muhritiomists g invitation to us to Joln the ex_

periments was two-fold: I) to exte_ the physiological studies to inciud_

psychological, sociological, add leg_l studies, thus ransin6 81ong a _Lde

_t of human behavior and 2) to keep the Ss reasonably occupied over the

long stretch of the experimauts, thus more near._ achieving a nor_aily

active emvirammento In acceptiz_ the invitation, we were anxious to see

wh_t authoritative forms the group would evolve for its own self-governanceo
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Re._lizlng that nutrition on one end of the scale _r_ law on ÷_e other Lef_

a very substantial gap_ both the nutritionlsts and the !s_,ers set _out

to fill _to Dr. John _,sley had, before our advent on the scene_ set up

a series of psycho_physical studies of the Ss. Bos!ey was eager to expound

these tests to include s_oc_ialpsychological studies of the Sso

We decided to treat our participation in the already existing

st_lies as, in effect, t.he emergency In_sbigation of a one_shot socioo.

logical _henomenon, much like the studies af the reactions cf people at

an earthq_, a national election, the entry into _r, or _atnoto Wc h_

only a week to prepare for what we are _oing to refer to as Penthouse Ylo

Te_m_que_s

For us, the stu_v was to be mainly anthropological. That is, _._

came _ a society s_ in existence, with a definite life task to

perform that was not of our making. _a_ed with the nutritional inw_sti_

gationj our efforts were small, both in time devoted to the proJect_ in

the numbers of investigators and staff _rking on it, and in the outls__

for equipment and other costs° Furthermore, the human group that _ _ul_

essay to study was socially and ecologically bounded and ccmfined in cie_r_0

cut ways such as social scientists are not apt to find in statu naturs_

The society_ so far as we were eoncerned_ was real. Our study _s to I_

observational in the main, with minimal interference in the already er_Lstlng

physiological regimen of the Ss g lives° The sheer duration of the exp_ri o

ments, not to speak of the Ss t'acceptance of the medical trad/tion of ?_sting

and experimenting_ msant that the set-up was re_arded by all psi-ties ac

a relatively ncnxaal human activity. This society therefore was profou.udly

different from one that we ourselves might have created expressly for _e
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p_._rpo._:eof studying its soci_legai behaviors.

It _as of the utmost i_rtamce .to us that our Ss were vo_unte,ers.

In other words, the factor of physical confinement and dietary deprivation

w_.s hei_itened by the fact that the Ss had chosen to live u_ler such a

_:gLmc_n '_fora cansideratio_ az_ amy adaptations they made to that exo

t_ordlnary envlro_ent, ove_ and above the rules of the h_se, in our e3_s

constitute_ 'legislatIQu'.

Since the Ss of Penthouse II had already been ahosau by the time

our stud_ was s4_ree_ upon, it was something of a shock to them to _iscow:r

that in ed_ition to the nutritic_ tests the_ were to undergo socialo

p_ychological and legal-political tests. _is was in no wsy an Imposlti,)n

on the Ss since the area of investigation had not been specified in adv_iceo

It was understoo_ that the 8s were to be available during the _n_l_g ho_."s,

or at least a reasonab_ part of them, and the Ss were very well _aid

indeed. Nevertheless, we ran into immediate opposition in our investi-

gations as the detailed enoount of our work abundantly shows.

Rapport .wi_h Subjects

Ne do not believe that our interference with the life-course cf

Penthom_e IX affected adversely the performance of the Ss _ nutritional

tests o_ligatlons. In faint, we are of the opinimm that, if anything,

the effect was to the cc_xt_zy. In amy event, despite our difficulties

obtaining cooper_tlon from the Ss of Penthouse IX, we believe that they

_hered to what they conceived to be their primary obligation_ that i_

•_he success of the nutritianal _stso _r concentratio_ on the patholo-

gical sspee_,s of their social life-_e_ially our catalogues of rule_

breakinz-_ill give the reader a distorted view of the to_al experin_nt_
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it is m_._e accurate to ahar_cterize their behavior as systematic "nib_:._ng:_

e_ t_he _Ales, for they e_Ibited (by -their own !ights) considersble r_p¢c_

for what they took to be the scientifically essential rules.

We l_rticlpated in the selection of the Ss in Pmnt_ouse IiI s a_

since ps__ of the selection process consisted in our attempting to flzd

"congenial" Ss, we regard Penthouse Ill as quite a different undertaking

from Penthouse II. So ,far as we were concerned, Penthouse fix no lon_mr

l>os_r,e_l, the "emergency social science study" status of Penthouse II° In

addition_ it lost the character of an anthrupological study a_i became more

of an ex__rlmental artifact. Still_ so stranse was t_he nature of our

st_udies _hat_ despite the obvious _ will 8z_ cooperative nature of the

Ss in Penthouse IIX, the study itself almost achieve_ the character of a

study of a state of natural human baha_-ior, at least for our second-order

approach to this social system.

Be Ss of Penthouse XI treated us as intruders, as scientific s_ops,

or at best as welc_e breaker_-up of the dull routine of a hard stretch

of duty in the i_terest of science°_not ours, but the nutritionists"°

Penthouse III t_ea_ us _od-natu_ and decently. B_t it is hard to

believe that they re@ardad our am_ivlties as serious scientific work°

We are not sure that we di_ mot _et richer results fr_n the. continued

opposition of the. Ss of Penthouse II than from the compliant, d/li_en-_;,

st_ent_ike acqui__s_ence of _e Penthouse _ SSo
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Otu.concentration on ths _rule,_cr_atlng and rule_vioiat_ be-

haviors of the subjects af th_s_ e:_,uts is _pt "_ be _i._!eadingo

Our concern _Ith de_aut behavior do_.s not in any ray detract _om the --z_o

trao_lin_iiy c_ef_., scientific way i_ which the nutritional_p_-siolc_

gical experiments _:e conducted. Quite the contrary° _ne very fact that

the physiological experiments were so rigorous gave us the opportunity

to obs__rve human beings under rather severe consh_into Confinement ito°

se_,_fwas hu the Inte.._st of _cientific control; and so was _e Imst of

_e reglm._ of Penthouse li_: rules° Tcgether these constituted tlqe

ex_rizental groups as "coDfir_d societies" and allo_ed us to set up. a

sy_,_temof anticipa*_, behavior and to observe conformance to and deviation

from our expectations.

Beha_ioral abnor_ailties in a system of physiological Investi_

gabion mast be defln_d for such systems, and conduct falling inside or

outside tolerated limit_ z_s_ be eval'_ted accc_ling to p_vsiological

st_udards_ Noneth__less, the possibilit_ remains open that by incorporato

ing insights derived from psychological amd legal investigations._ relat_d

physiological experimentation mmy become mare sophisticated_

_'_ observations on "d,_viant_'behavior _,_we highly m_gnlfied

purposely, and such deviation_ were well within the limits of "closure _'

of physiological systems. _n__u conduct fell, or threatened to fall,

outside these limits, we. took the preeautiom to inform the physiologlc_l

investig_:tors of the fact_

_henc_nolo cal basis

We are constrained to report in great detail the dayo.by_ds_- re_

actions of Penthouse II members since we are convinced that they show in

s_arkest eu_I/ne a general attitude toward social psychological and



le_._sc.i_utific i_:.ves_igations . In brief, E.]is feeling can be su_d

up in a _ent._rent _:u_t su2h Lu'vestigation_ do :_ore harm th_ good_ th_._t

S_ know more than iuvesti_t_rs, aud :_i life situations ha_ virtual34

n_thing in common _;ith the i_vestigators Q uncouth social scientific

artifacts. Unfortunately, we are inclin_:_ to agree with t_is harsh

Judgz_nto "the sta_._ o_: our art. is dist_slm_%_y pr:0mitive_ l_t cf course

%ais is precisely _e l_ur _at drives us on.

We learmed _bumcLsahly from the Ss of Pe_thouse If, _d in o_u__:_re

chast_raed moments _ave f_cel u;on ourselves the _z_oz,-alobligation to ac-

km_o2.edge gratitude to them. Penthott_e IIl_ _LIe [_re to our liking..

did not teach its so m_y no_ so poin_ily° 9"._e_-efore,we have felt it

wise to set out as _/ch as p_sslbL9 of '_he dsS_1_ course of life of Pe_t-

house TT_ hoping _hat others will also learn _:c_ it. The cruel lesson is

thst msT_ does not ._zanttO k_ hj__h__overns hlmse____o Wh¢:n he sets out

an s_ve_t_e, 1_a_ foTe_hought he possesses will be expended on

physical gear_ natural lo_:e, and perhaps _tvsical health. That he m_->-

need to kn_ how to g_-ern himself in new gr._aps and new cJrcumstances

hsa._l_Tenters his hea_, ._na% questlo_ is taken care of_ he feels, if he

has exercised the cgportuni'_ of free_7 selecting eongenlal and ccmpe_nt

co_aaloms° Sines this is the attitude not oD/_y of the omlimu-_- perso_

but also of the astm_n_tical authorities who at present are talking con-

fident_ _"of se_lin_ men on e_te_ded space voyages, we feel it o_ duty to

let thi_ study s_ as a w_mming of the present state of c,ur ignorance as

to whether or not _nformal _lal psy_ologic_l am_ the legal life-s_ort

systems would stand am_%hlmg like the s+_u of a sustained voyage u_ler

comditicms of severe ccmfine_n_o
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Wecpen oL_c stu_ with. a _nap%er on Meth£_io!oglcal _'---"=^--*" _-_

_/nls takes account of the lent that our entz_r.ce upon the Penthouse I!

e_perlment was in %he nature of am emer_ney social science study. _e

suggest %hat those desirous of pr_pariz_ for such a study improve upon

_hat we call our Observational Model° B_iefly, we sugses_ that aS/

methodological _re_uppositions be set down, _t assumptions (which are

not expec%?d to c_age during the observation, though they m_v) be sepsa_.ted

from proto_hypoT/le_es (which almost s_urely wi_l ehange)_ that the ob_ectivRe

of the study be defined as clearly a_ possible, and that all methodology

conform to this objective° _hat a I_,g be kept of everything done._ seen;

_m_ experienced by the investigators and that this Log be fait_

F_until its utility disappears° That at the start, the broadest possible

.receptivity of i_pressloms be cultivate_, but that these impressions should

nevertheless be chsmneled in directions that conform to ÷_he objective o£

the study and its methcdologyo That active intervention be postponed

as long as possible in case of Ec_bt; but on %_e other hand that it be

introduced as soon as its constance with the general objective of the

study is perceived. That Find_s be repor+_, as broadly as is feasible,

or that rich veins af parsJiel studies be opened up so that h_othes_

be brought to light which might otherwise be undetected°

Finally_ _ believe that broad-_a_d Pec_mmendations should be

ventured. One emerges from such studies as this with m_ch knowledge of

an undigested intuitive sort. It is bettar to all_w others to Judge the

soundness of recommendations than to exercise undue self_restraint in

_hat is likely to be a vain attempt to cull out nuggets from a rich
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conglomerate of experience.

After the Methololo_ica! Considerations of Chapter I, we present

a Narrative of the passive observations gathered chiefly by Stricklamd

from his presence in the Penthouse and frc_ _e reports of the staff° _i_

is a can_ensa_i_ of llfe as it was livel there. Following this is a

circumstantial account of our Active Xntervention in the lives of Pent-

house II and fIX. _is intervention issued in d_ of a harder sert than

resulte_ frc_ the passive observation° We use_ various decision thec_j

techniques and invented or rather adapted legal decisional ceres to our own

purposes.

Lines of Inquiry

Penthouse II was subJectel to certain social psychological in_

vestigations. Dro John Bosley, who bed charge of psychophysical investi_

_-tions not here detaile_, also laid out the plan for the social psycholo-

gical inquiry and administered certain personality inventories. His p3_s

for extended social psychological study were carried out in Penthouse Ill_

in his absence, by Mr. Martin Stow and Miss Adrienne Ross° Mro Stow,

a counselling psychologist, became a subject in Penthouse IIIo In his

dual capacity as S and investisat_ he made an extensive social psycho-

logical study of the group. His results appear as Chapter VIo As a

result of the inclusicm of these studies I Penthouse III presents a con-

tinuum from the physiological %hrou6h the psycho-physical_ the socisl

psychological_ down to the legal aspects af the behavior of the confined

microsocietyo

The present authors had, prior to their eollaboraticm in Penthouse

II, been working imlepe_ently on the socio-legal aspects of space



x

exploration. Cowan's wc_k had tended toward the legal rules that apply

to space travel and the future legal structures of colonists and space

explorers.* Strickland's wore tendei toward the natural histo_j of _

societies_ especially the fate of the authority system under the vicissi-

tudes of confinem_nt_ unaertalnty_ starvati_nj harsh natural environments,

end so on. At the be@_nning of Penthouse I'_, both authors devised

politlco-legal questi_ for the Ss. Strickla_i's leaned more to

sociopolitical facets of behavlor. Cowma's more toward polltlco-legal.

C_an's questionnaire was submitted not on_ to the Penthouse groups but

e_so to a group of law students from the University of Florida and to a

rand_n assortment of associates and their wives as sporadic control groups°

Cowan's questlo_nalre was then subjected to a factor ana_sis by Mrs°

Suellen Lensteln, a psycholo_ student at Berkeley, stud_ udder

Prof. Robert Tryun. Her analysis of the Questionnaire (referred to as

XLPA IX) appears here as Chapter VXI°

We conclude with cur Finllngs and Rec_tic_s as Chapter VIIIo

This Report does not attempt to correlate its Fi_Lugs with the results

of the nutritional tests which will require much time for evaluation°

It is hoped that these comparisons can be made later.

Ap_ A is Strickland's Log of Penthouse IIo We decidel on

outside recummendation to include it virtual_ in the state in which it

appeared from his hand. It has been edited to dis-identify the Ss and

the staff personnel. All,hough as much contemporar_ flavor as possible is

-- in | n

411.
_cmas A. Cowsa, "Brief Rel_rt cm the Legal Aspects of Space,"

W_rkln, Paper No. 23_ S'pace Sciences Laboratory, University of California_
Berkeley, January, 1965.

Donald A. St_ick_, "Preliminary _ou@hts on the Politics of

Closed Enviromnents," Internal Working Paper No. 16_ Space Sciences Lab-

oratory, University of California, Berkeley, August, 1964; a_i "A Note

on Proto-Political Bahaviors_" Internal Working Paper No. 2_ February_ !965o
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re+_i_: it is valuab!ej in our opinion, not as an accurate portrsyal

of life as actually lived in the Penthouse, but as an invaluable accounting

tool for the investigators who otherwise would be sw_ by a _6= _

infor_ notes, had they tried to evade the discipline of log-keeplng in

the interest of _ore live_y ____hoc accounts. We truly believe that the

Log is a necessity for all social psychological experimental "adventures°"

We have not carried editing to an excess in the Log in attempting to

guarautee complete dls-ide_tification.

The Protocol, or transcript of our t_ recor_s_ is in the

permanent custody of Dr. Sheldon Margen. Qualified pers_s who desire

+_ exsmine it are aske_ to contact him at _ De_nt of Nutritional

Science, Unlversity of California, Berkeley.

_led_mentS

Our thanks go _ to our subjects, whose unwilling students

we found ourselves r_id_ becomimgo _ow, recollecting in tranquillity_

we are grateful to the° We are also aware of the added strain we put

upon the staff of the Penthouse and of our great debt of @vatitude to

them_ We do not need to thamkDz'So Mez.gen, Ca.'_loway_ and Bosley: They

initiated the idea of these combined physio-psyaho-legal studies; but we

are grateful to them nonetheless for the opportunity to work with them

on this Job.

We hope that the social psychological and the lesal aspects of

ccmfina_ societies will go forward° It certai_ should be a part of all

studies on the life s_port systems of such groups. For if the system of

social psychological intera_tioas and of le_l constraints breaks d_-n,

there may not be any life to sul_ in such societies after the first

big emergency arises.



study of an m_-_oin_ bahaviora/ complex _a_ _¢_A_. _a-,_e._- h_ rep_t;_d i.:::_t_:.2

_'_ fo_vm. We ,_,__ ;e.n.__._ed_ th.a_: t£,e form of tLe t_"e.'-,tlgat_on -_ouid L,,:_._:z.. ::_,

•-:mbJects _ _he-l.v mlc:rosoelei;y,, We dete_mi_._ ;.z,::,v_i:.-.f_.t_J .:_eve_,_:.,,= ,:_n

_uffl¢ie_'i con_Tn_in'bs to assure the p_:,e_J_', oF data a_co._dln:¢ _;o :,,_v.-

_,Istic:al c_r other form_ eonhrol_,_ Our _e]_ _--_3 %o h_ ,_eno_-z_!,[_k_Cj._;,_



2

leaving us _thing to _xrt. _Is _Lu_oton to the ab_u_ __s v!th

the op_s_te "absurdly," of so loe_ing the mode_L with form£ cans_'aln_s as

to a_hleve no_ but tautology or artlfact. Our own mstho4 lies, _e feel,

sc_e be_veen these extremes, thou@_ ms_h messier the phen_glcal

t_an _ ratlomalistio pole.

We be_n with a relatively brief, relatlvel7 passive submergence

in the stream of life of Penthouse IX. S_'t3_ thereafter ve de_tded to

formate as best we c_Ald the loose philosophical pre-s_positions _hicb

_re to guide us in our i_o We also then formulated a program of emercis_s

for the sub,eats whleh _ere to _ons¢itute our speelfic attempts to infl_snce

the course of llfe in l_tho_se II. _he first effo_ we caXl our Passive

Obse_vati_. Xt _ be the main topic of the _tlve. The se_ we

call A_Ive X_ntio_, as discussed in Be Course of Deelsi_.

R_PHIGAL

Be mo_l_n _ _e can investi_e social p_ without in-

__-f.ering __Ith it subs_e_tla!!y is not _ that is shared by_ the present

investi_t_s. We believe that all attics at such investl_ati_ involve

a confro_tatlo_ and a dialogue emm_g the human beings _uvolve_. _ is

no such _hin_, far e_m_, as .reatin_ a brad new social eatit_ far the

purposes of s_Klyln_ ito Every social Investi_r_i_ is an intanAsion into

an alresd_ existing cc_z set of social relatioaships° Hease w exper-

ienced no particular diffl_Alty in intrudi_ upon the on-going process of

the Penthouse E_e_imen_s. Nnreover, we came to these experiaen_s with a

_ather large set of predispositions, co.fActions, philo_q_icaA pre_udices_

as yell as personal biases° We shall make no attempt to assay the element

of personal bias or idiosyncrasy. But the philosophical ba_und assumo_

floras are not personal to us. They are _eners_ farmulations, shared by many

i_vesti_ators, and subject to _eneral critl_ism _ _o_me_t. Bey are ths



3

very _ aspects of tlm loose fc_ma/ or pr_s_pposltlo_s/ _el "_tct_

we took wi_ us _o our investiga_lon. It me_ be helpful to point o_t theft

these mat_s ref_ to a_e no_ hypo_he3es _ b_ confirmed o_• dlsco_f_

by co_s_rsin% data. They were tru_ _. They _herefo_ ten be

celerity of self-validation, a feature they share wi_h a_l __I

a _p._..__riassu_ions. To mak_ them is elz_ a lon_ step on the w_ to

making them val:_,

A P_I_ __S A_D PR_TO-H_r_SES

The following set,of assumptions _ ex_li_it_ made about

nature of our particular inquiry°

__ _ _Ons _t_a_ those _t_ tO them to ol_e_,. ,_r, .,sa_tio_s ei_her

_ t_e us .c_-e o_ ,_z,is,_eat.

We do _ by t_is assu_%i_ mean _ha% _s accept all 5h_ i_li_-

_ions of a positivis_Io Jurisprudence _hlch re_z_s all law as rules a_

nothin_ but; rules. We a_opt _his methodological device as an crderin_

prtnslple to give direction to and to limit our investi_ati_ The prin..

_Iple is operational end ex_llci_l_ makes no a_sum_tlon tha_ law orlglna_s

unly in rules and %hat beyond the rules there is no law. Ra_her, I% m_,s

that the observer oa" _ looks for rules o_ regularities or pa%-_rns

of _a_ctioned beh_vic_ in the ¢eadu_t of the grou_ observed.

2o We assume %h_%_ special societies develo_ specla! legal

structures over time.

It is ha_ necessary, pe_s, _o state aa even more furfAsmen_l

assum_tlcn, nemel_, that all societies _natever develop a leg_l structu_._

over time. To Im_-orle_ Inves%i_s math as ourselves, this assun_'_i_



scarcely _ede formulatiOno It is true, hc_a_r, _.ha_ m_ all social ino,

vesti_ters _ make such an as._mptlcm. Ym_i, m_ might reject it

H_ver, since the _rk of Hali_skl ._d H_gbln, _oebel

_, it is perhaps uxn_essary _ waste _ffc_t oB t_is m_tter so f_:

as most _nth_sts are concerned. A_i !_ the _e_r81 p1_posltio_ t/u_t:

in effect, a soele_ c_t be concei_ to _st without same le_l ztan_o

t_re to support it is once a_mlt_e_l, then we _el cc_fld_n_ that eve_ °

_peciel society, Inves_i_i fc_ a sufTielently lc_g tim_ by lnt_rest_

and competent ob_ers, would likewise dis_se _h_ exlstenee in it _f a

le_al s_ture.

_c_ce with %_e avowed _r latent pu_ of the soqle%y. This is an

assum_tlc_ t_ as an in__ _ _ _rel te_.A_,l_C.eal _hilo-

_phice_ bias. It s_es in brief that _u_ de_e_s s_n_cture. X'_

does mot follow of _ that _vc_ purpose ietermlues struc _tuze, even

_hi_ _ create the le_sl s_re to be o'b_erve_. _as s_lenti_ic _-

vesti_tiun, s_e_ifl_17 that _ a mf_Atlo_al, psy_holn_iea! and le_rl

echo _Is assumption is of course not _hilosophical but factual It

_herefcme remained to be seen _hether c_ not such purpose eou_ be ede_

quate_ ascribed to the subjects of the experiments.

In our sec$1cn under Asti-Xaw (8} it will tm _ thst _t re_

sistanee %0 the fc_ma_i_ of an overt c_ avowel legal structure to _over..a

the soelet_ was mealfested by the sub_eCtSo



mO_ut.

r_lety exacts sac_rl_ice from its Ix_Livi_ual members. _ _ .....

of the m_rs of a 5romp are. net i_entlcel with those of the grou_ _e

eet of associat_J_ alone is costly in _n_s of Indlvldua_ intereStSo Our

assumpticm is "_ on the convletlon that "_LL_ azso_iatlng or _pin_i

is n_t =LIT func_ic_ efficient but _Lso perhaps inevitable, z_,rez, the -

lesse the act oZ assoelating e_aets a per_Ity which me_bers of the grou_.

_Ive up t_ to escape., This does not mean _hat the ideal of a

"perfect society" is without validity csrmeen!n_o I.z_eed, such an ideal

is Itsel_ a zecesslty if a_y mea_ is _ be ascribed to present existing

societies a_1 if a_ atta_t is to be m_te to measure the heavy eost of

assoelating a_d hm to try" to lighten :Lt. As i_llc_ted above, we _al]a_

attempts to oIF_oee 'the exactions of "_e _e_al structure of the mlcr¢_

society Au_I-La_o _ _II be said of "_ _._--____.... _" _____"+_-.

5. We assam _,a_ae_£te sa _-_e_at e_oslt!o_ to _o_:

__;tes,,.z s_,, __ere azso.exists in ,_'t.,z_,._.=__i_ or _ m:Le.ros_:i__9,,_[

_he members of a c_nfined soelet;¢ te_d to cooperate with one another

to avoid or evade legal exa_ti_s. B_t within the group there is also _th

subtle a_d brash c_titice_ among the members far the special prlvile_.s

_hich the legal s_ture can cc_fero An ex_rated _liance upon rules,

au a_r_ated respect for law a_ cz_ler, a reverence for le_l form a_l

even a delight in legal detail often manifest themselves in _e behavior

of a society's members toward their _e_al structure° If _he leg_l structure

can be assumed ideally to expe_t a _ble good-faith compliance fr_z the



no_mel ord/nary citizen end if the various sad suadry attemp_ to escspe

this _-easona_le mP_ure of ¢om_llance can be celled An_i-I_w, then

eu!_pose i_ Is possible to designate a co_K_rn ma_ above the c_

as "Eaw-Plus." _hese reflectlons Xesd to and are sm_nrlzed in our next

assu_pti_o

st_=ture may re.It zrom a _eSl_ of the _ to en_az_e in_ivldual

_ mean _o s_7 that the society's legal structure is felt c_ sensel

as an e,e'l_e.]3_ e_stlng thing. O0_liaz_e with it _ further c_e's _.s

o_ it my _etaz_ them. Oi_slti_ my b_m th_ sam_ effect° _bere i._ _

evidence "_bat the soclet_ beliew, s that the _e_l structure Is the sum or

a_ate of its Iz_Livldual decisio_zs, so _hat the notion that the "law"

costa deviate i_ soei_ Iz_ is unthi_ since it is _ a re_,

sul_t of su=h _ _ into action. On _he cun_rary, expiicit

cer_ and i_li¢it law dimly are felt to e_er_ their own p_es_ures_ _o

that the idea of eo_ancew over-c_pliau_e or evasi_ has real mea_

and coastlt_tes aeceptable as distlnct from neurotie_l_ unrealistic be=

havi_.

7- _ .assume ,,that, the __ms_i.ous ,aims _ a ,s@cie_r, ax_ com_ensat_

We asinine that it is _ to ascribe unconscious mind to a

_z_up. We are nO_ here ¢_ with differentiatin_ _Ividual uneonsc.lous

frum a group uncc_sclc_s mind. _he existence of un_onsclous _'oup mind. i_ a

eerrelate to our assu_ptlc_ of the existence of group mind, We are well

that a legal stzn_ture cc_Icus_ cx_ated a_i put into effect is

quite a dlf_erent thing I_ a legal structure u_cc_scious1_ oper_tln_ _ a



society° _e eve mot here ¢is%Ln_shia¢ be.t_em conscious _ of a

legal stzn_.-Cc_ees distinct fr0m i_oremce of i%s existemce or its

visioas. We s_ of the %otaX con__ri._:sof 1_vlc_s that _" be fo_o

l_%ed b__ the ob_v_ as a legsl struet_reo We assume_ to re;eat s the% t2._.

to_li_y of %he _ c_ a society can 1_ founrl to _e formed of _d_m_

censelouslT cho_ by i%s mem_mes, to_ther wi_ unecnselous aims _

elther cemp]_.at or oppose the e_scious _o _is &_lec_Ic_l ass_ioa

_bles %he iz_res_t_t, ov _o c.l_ss_.f_ as "le_" far ex_m_ m_eh _a_i_:

_e_ mm_Id, not _e _ term_ by the mem1_rs of t_ _o

8o _We assume that um__ comse$.ou_ s_. unccms_ious aims

_Is _leaA_tic_l situation results in the emersenee of _at we h_

called Au%i-X_w° We view t_is situ_tiom as a true dJJ_ties/ s_te of

tamsicm beC_em Law am_ An1_i-_o _e ,e_r_._D_o :_ az_ the edhe_e %0

_speets of An_i-_av _ f_ the basis fc_ ei_hez a _...._!_.em of _

or ev_m fc_ the _-'_l_l;_g oZ _ 1_ rules _.rlved Zrom A_tl-Z_ro An_i°

_aw thus c_em becomes I_. Xf we were eomcermed %o observe %he des_e_atlon

Of a cc_scic_s system of l_w, we cou/_l _est_h the pzoeess by whieh eo_seicus

_w becomes Ant_-X_Wo In fae_, however, we eze concerned in this s1_

c_ with the rever_ Imenoman_

l_ Is qu_e possible _hat Aut£®Law me_ serve a _eneral ecm_ens_%_ry

funetlcn, as %_e by ex_eptlc_ I% relieves from the harshness or severJ,ty

of the opex_tlcm 0¢ explicit rules of ]_'o _is is the trad_tiomal _t_'t;:t_

of F_uity, exl_licit_y fo_mma_ted for Wes_ern culture by _lsto_e _ _,=

served in the _ts of %he dual systems of leg_l eon_r_l in the Anglc_

American Ccm=m ¢e_ known as "L_ and gqui%_o"
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9. We _me_ _at a S_U_, _ _cc!e% laces a re_tlve_[

T_Is assu_Ic_l is rare neam_ fs_:_u_l than m_thodological. _ver_

theless it does follow f_om a IEoed as_Am_tlcn that the size of a soclet_,

m_y be a _ m_asure of the amount of ls_ it _rateSo _his assum_Ic_

may be rlsky. B_t if it is a_eepted, it follows that a small society ne_s

relat!veXv less cc_sclous _, or, put mO_ c_utlc_sly, can torte re_

tive_ mo_e A_ki,-X_ a_ti_u_eso _e _oti_ _h_t_ a e__ soele_ also

tends to %olera_ mute An_i_L_ iatenm11y am_ i_s members is r_ a

hypothesis _ose validity is _ested to a cer_ de_ree, at least obsex-ve_

t_ceally, ia tl_s study°

io. __ _su_e. _at _a ._oaz_. _ soc_ a _ _u_nt_at±= !

_ce_ived Antl-La_ attit_les are more _y. to _ diz_ted a_nst o_ts_ide
: _ -- _ _ IlL _ L

than inside legal st_ct_es.

We Include i_ "outsi_e leg_l auth_,'y" _i:i,7 "t_e mrt_¢':L'_y ¢_

the dizec._ors c_ t&e Penthouse _Im_nts, _he e_perlmenters an_ inves_

ti_ators, _o_ther with all s_rtin_ service and custodial perscnuelo

We take little speelflc account in thi_ study _ Federal or sta_e law,

military law, church law and the other se_ents of le_a_ organized society

in g_nera_ We exempt, theatre, in the li_t of this assu_tlon _t is

esse_tla_ a h_o_hesls tha_ the fact of eonfix_ment creates a tensio_

be_ constraint e_ free_c_ and that the le_ structures c_ the inside

and c_tsi_e groups reflect this f_t in sig_i_t _easmre. _ definltlon,

behavio_ directed in opposition to outside aut_orlty is "Au_i-X_r_o"

Dialectical, of course, as _as mentioned above, it ma_ beceme inside

l_aWo



11o We e_su_e _att_e___r_s c_ aco__ie=_ de_-eXop a

In _ ms_m_ this me%h_ogical as_Acm is sel_-fu/Zill_ _

_o looks f_r a _peclal Psychic S_e is ept %0 find i_ Z_m,_eless _

;_ is a _ C_eo It seems to ._est on s common substratum of

bio_gi@al behe_aro As X£vi_ s_ _Inks, life emar_ must be s/_i

_o t_e defense cf the space fLually allotted° An e_e.x_d ra_e c_ anlma!

life e_hlbi_s the_ familiar patterno _ _is s_u_, t_ _pt of Psychi ,_.

.9_ece in _ ccuZlz_ society z_-:eives exte_ exl_licatlCmo We ccmsi_er it

cme of the sallemt a_eets of %he behavior of _ cc_imed mlerosoeletyo

While %hAs assu_ca is methcdolo_ical %0 the extea% that I% ten_s

to _ive _.I_%o_ to %he iavesti@_ti_z, it_ is _rha_s _ k_x_y- _ hy£_u_

thesis thsa a mere _meral assumPtiOa. On the other hand, we do not mesa

to _ %hat inf_s can be dra_n _ our st_, _hieh is observational

rather than e_tal in n_ture, to su_ or i_alidate the statement

as a h_thesis. Xm _ic%_, we oi_ar no evide_e whatever t_a% temds

to dlspz_ve the _l_otheSlSo What we have hare is a _%e-hy_thesis, ioeo,

c_e that needs fc_Ic_ s_KI subsequent testin_o What evldenee _ do

have te_s to su_s% %hat the h_hesis is _ %h_ is well w_ testing°

13o We esmme that despite the te_le_cy o_ the _ of memt_rs of

_everthe_ess obseA_va_Icm dlselo_s the existeace a_ the _ure o_ such

z%_leso
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_Is assu_cn arises ou_ of "_he _ef_s_Icaal training of the

present investi_tcrs in few. _le _ 40 not c_Ter s_y evi_ _ate_..r

in _ of _ assu_l_, _ a_e s_u_ _rAt.hits relevaz_e to our

study a_ feel e_strai_ therefore to disclose it as an _t elem_m_

in the cc_cep_ual thou_t of ourselves as i_vesti_a_So

_Is assum_Ic_ is fzan_ ma_rlal far e testable hy_siso _[n

a semse, hu_ve_, it is methodological, for it sho_s o_e facet of th_

process by _hi_h Psychic Space is itself fefln_. _y this _e mean that

Ps_c Space is _ aear_ a_tachea _o the _b_ect _s own l._Ivi_ual or

e_ Interests_ that _ is e special effort ma_e to keep t_e cc_cu_s

c_ the _ sm_e Z_om the _tr,_ic. _ _rcu_ ,_Ascussi_ a._ a feel_n_

that even a rull._ _esi_e_ to preserve Ps_.- Space is scmet_la_ of an

Intruslc_ ._c. it. Psychic Sps_e, _Atle absol_te17 necessary to _he _e_Lo

bei_ a_ the health of _e Is_Ividua_ sea_ms_:o be ruled by i_lividuated

f_ and In_ulti_ rather than thought or _msatic_. Xt by no

excludes touching, and bc_Lly _tact _ _ tolerate_. But the feeling

mu_ be cur_eet, a_ _.me_l _les _ove1_In_ intrusions e_pear, as

mentioned above_ to be x_se_tsd as intz_sionSo
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cannot ccal_pse or s%_'fer ser_.ous degradation _1%_,.t injury t_ se_.cmdaz_

• _-,-.,, ,'OOa,.,,,,Z"eJ.LOK_"Z,.'L j _,_],"_O'G: ....

_l_t_ic or _-L._'_,.-.__:Ke_o, _7 .:,z_oT'' _._._ou__ aevo_:Lo,',.

We assume here Chat the poli_ic{>-legal _%ure is the first lim_

of defem_e s_ inte_sonal cc_fli.:t and t,he teasloas em_e_ by

l_e _ro, zp obJec_ves.

_e _ assume a hlex_rchy _ sys_e=s tha_ su_ _Ap obJec,-

ti_es. _ese ms_ be briefly liste_ as _e phys£csA system, the life su_rt

_ys_em, the socio-ps_ologle_l su_ooz'_ sys_e_ _ the le_ su_ sys_

Our _osi_lom is %h_ if the legsl suplxx__c sys_ collapses em iDtolereble

will be se¢ up in t_e o_er su_ sys_ in the reverse ozder

ils_.

17. we ass_ _esp_._. "e_e_:L___c_ oz _ __A s_m_

.S_'s_ _:m_ i_ is _e i_ _s_-s_ste_. to .su_._a_.-seric_S de_tio_ u_, E

_is ass_m_ic_ rests, in o_= _inic_, _a the _b_ect's _ to

control his c_ fa_e thr_ a sense of self-ce_tzol, mastery, az_ persc_

si___Icance i_ the face of _isas_er, p_ _lso because of the grou_

ignorance o_ ime_%iCud_ in se/f-&,ovemm_mto Xt may stem also in _ i_a

the Ims_i_ for imlivi_ual self-presea-vatio_ ,ilsposiZio_s to emb_,.rrs_s

the au%hori%les, studfrom a @_eral i@m_rsz_ _f %he u%ility of le_sl

ordarSo



exact _ the, _ af' a _,_le ce_..,_._______ 8t easily s%uAied, in sp_inl.

=Lc'rosocieties; a._. tl_a_ a l_owledse o_e "_e n_ ._,.re of _re aear, l,y optimal.

'n:_e- GPJmA_3:(]EAI. ]40IEL

f_golng methcxlologi_al assum_lons £o_m_ the first _ a.v

the _ _del _ p_a of our s_,_,v. It _t be se_d to _ _e __..___

a P_lo_i pe,Z_o Part IX we _a._ the O_em_imml _L It has

dlst_ pa_so _he first is Passive Observation; the second Active Int_-=.

ventlono At the be_-_.£ Passive Ob_arvatlon o_upied the ma_ part

of our _k. Here the "__lo_ic_l" mthod of suspe_inS _ud_ent :_.

al_ the e_entlal flood to all but inundate us was fo11_. A

de_ account of this e_ence is _Iven in the Narrative. _redus_

as _ becsm_ femills_ wi_h ou_ sub_s and the peculiar e_Itions of

their life in the Pew_ouse, _ introduced e_rcises for the subJeots to do.

We _ this Active Intervention° It _um_ised our plan of intrusion u_n

the on-_In_ llfe of _he Penthouse end consisted of all those effc_ts we

ourselves made to alter the llfestream of t_e Penthouse in the interests

of _mes_la_ _ it _a_a more .ea_ to our _ than those _hioh m_h_

be expected to emer_ from mereS7 passive observation of the scene.

We shs_.l des_rlbe in the chs_ c_l the Course of De_isi_ the

detailed account of our _s_tpulatic_s on the sub_e_ts of Penthouse II and

IlL Here we t_y to _ive a _ de_mriptAon of our aims _ intentiu_s

in m_e_cskin_ these proto-ex_erimen_s. Our over-all plan vas to impose

ulxm our investi_tic_s a very _i_nple "le_l" model. We Inte_ to p_:e

the subjects in situatlmas in which t_ would be i_duced to accept alte:_a_a-
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tire roles of ad_ate, defe_ler and Ju_Seo More _ne,_al_v ve h_ to

have them es_ and argu_ _A_ the _sltlams of pro, c_, and dmclslc_

makaT_ We hc_ed thus to aacelarate the emar_mce of "Xa_o" _ a motiv_

tiomal l_int uf view we expectad o_r results to glve some Imdimati_ of t_

extent of the subjects' 1_rsuailbIllty. _e st_ from this point of vle_

throw _igh% _ the e_ent to _hieh a comflz_ mlerosomiety might be

able to pers_e itself tO adopt c_%ive or even comparative views

and plans.

We _l_oz_ designed tvo long Ix_Itieo-le_ _stio_alx_s;

_tted to the su_eets a series of _ism_er's a_1_._ games; aml _e h_i

them ar_u_ out _x_etlcal ]a_i cases.

The questi_s _ave us the first inkling _hat our task la_ _o_

in _he s1_ of Xe_ but 1_i17 in _l-X_w. _e _uestlcmnaires raised

vlaleat me_atlve reactions in the sub_e_.ts. We them submitted them to a

:_ collectA_ _ our c_lleag_es vlth a sur_rislmg degree of hostility

resultlmg. One of the questlcmmalres was then submitted to a group of

fift_ la_ stuzlemts in another part of the eoumtry. Nmlf r_'used to take

the test° _ _ of __%s_ess at such Probing _re manifest_

_e prisoner's dilemma games result_l mot in setting up an_

nlstic or _ situations sm_ t_e subjects, but rather _ave rise to a

sit_tiom in _hich the subjects immed_e.'__l._ consolidated their own

sentiment a_1 _ the _mes frmm an _ta_st-c_operativ_ _o_©zex_

set_u_ to a zero-sum _ wi_h the investigators as amta_sts.

descriptlc_ of t_is sltu_%io_ _ be gLven in the _ou_se of the Decisi_

_e hypothetical le_ cases _m.J_ereacted to nxn'e conventic_S_o _ei_ de,.

scription likewise f_s later,

To fl]_ out the l_e__Ic_ slt_ti_, we add that the subjects

t_.re _iven v_rio_s psychological tests _ intex_st to USo The mAt_Itio_



s_._Z'o His ob_t_o_ are _._o_ at _-ug_.

l_-k_n_ av_-a31 e_ z_de exploit at _ e,_ of Pent._ouse

was ,,_at _L_ht be _ an mu.a of s_u_L_._.an _' v.u extended _e fl.t_h_,

oo_tu_t_1 b_ __t m_Lt, sW _ _ie_tliS._ pere_melo _ fe_ _,

+.,he Gesd._ d.l.el; _ _ tes_r_d in Pent_;ouse T1"r hetgh_e(1 t_e a_:_l)bez'e

space fl.1.ght.



_E N_

(_ _euthouse XI)

IFf_D_TZCE

_ts is the natural hl_tory of a confined microsoctet_,, narrated

by the d_ and _ek. It is the story of the six subjects' {Ss) dealings

with abo_t a dozen staffp and _i_h one another, in the Penthouse p:._miseSo

The Ss farmed a peer group _ha_ was aztificlal in tha_ it was neither a

kinship _ nQr a spcQtaneous friendship group. It was, however, a work

group, much llke a eonstrun_ion _ or a submarine crew; end we do not

regard it as "artificial" in _he sense of a Eroup merely bro_t tose_er

for a few hours to em_a@e in a simulation. This group shared an s_duous,

-_ell-def_, ice_-tera task, part of which (_.-'adoxtcally:_ eonsts_ed or

walt_ng and endure.

The Ss aze here given pse_lcm_s to prevent identifieatiOno The

Staff are referred to by their titles. Two of the Ss had participated in

a similar but ahc_ter experiment earlier in the year, as had mos_ of the

_en_ho_se IX s_f - a fac_ which introduced the complication of lore and

_raditloa into the ex_erl_to Two grOUpS of two Ss were Initia_ paired

in frle_dahIp. Five of the Ss knew one or _e of the other_ before the

experimen$ be_no The sixth was a foreigner _ing on an immigrant

visa and vas new to the elt¥o

In the fo_n_ account excerpts fro_ the contempcrene_us l_g

will be set out in i_ted f_ The Log itself is set out in _ as an

Appendix for the benefit of those _ho would llke _o study meze fu_ our

lo_istics. The Nerrative and the Log complement each other with son_



ines_s_able redundancy. Other parts of this N_rrative are taken i_ staff

reports, protocols of _iscussions, and other means of pessive observation.

It _ be helpful to the relier if t_e personnel _olved in our

investi_atlc_s of the Penthouse PeoJect a_e set out in the fo_ of dreamt_i_

@

The Staff

Dro Sheldan Margen, nutrltlonist, Director of _he Penthouse
Project

Dr. Dorris Cano_F_ nu_ritic_tst, Co-_il_A lHvestigato_

of the Penthouse P_oJe_t

Dr. _omss A _ ) Legal Investigators

Dr. D_ala A. strte_and)

Dr. John Bosley, Ceasul_lag Psychologist I

Kr. Mantra Stew, C_sult_ag P,_olo_st )

Head _u_se, Assls_nt _h_rse, Dieti_lans, Atte_nts,

me_ a_d _lentlfie perscm_el

The SubJe_ts

A1

Bob

C_et

Dave

Freak

_abe

Hal

Ike

Jack

Ken Otis

Xee Pat

M- Martin Stc_, psychologist R_7

Wed Sam

Space Selenees

Leborater_



r_

_K,st Week

The experiment ,_pened an March ist_ 1965, with a "last _pper"

wi__h_the Ss and the S_fo O_et and Bob, having the fewer c_se ties -w_h

other Ss, were most friendly toward the staff and cc_versed with the staff

more, A1 and _ kept to themselves and to one another. So did Dave and

Frank (the other set of elo_ friends)° Frank, during the Director's

wel@cming speech, was easer to interject amuslng remarks. Betimes he

pla_ed with a yo-yo, left from the Penthouse I experi_nt to which he had

also _elangedo He appeared to us to be e_s_an_ly asking for attention

by "stealing 1_e sh_" a_i perhaps to be establishing himself in _he eyes

of the others as the delinquent leader (his swagger on this oecasi_ re-

_ded one of _rlon _rando pl_Z Zapata).

. . . . . _a_k made some_hin_ of a ccamoticn

when the _iree_ said the _ would have to deelde

by tcexErow morning whether they wanted five or

six cups of a_fee per da_. Frank: '_eii, why not

six, it gives you something to dOo" Be others

later asked him, and seec_laz_ly E_ t whether six

was reasonable; he said it was, am_ they seem to

e_eept his lead.. • . •

This form of ec_s_Itotlc_ and deference evident_y hardened into a

decision, for the next day it yes assumed by every(me that the Quota

would be six cups e d_o

. . . . °Frank, A1 and Dave give evidence (in their

Jokes, for exan_le) aJLree,_ that they are prepared to

be _Een care of passive_v. _het is s_x_lid, is

not ccmm_w_ that ecmfi_.nt and close control

are necessary to this kin of experiment .....
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3_ro

The next d_ an effort was made by BOb to di_over the political

beliefs of c_ of the aut_Qrs. This rasp _e infer, a vehicle for r_ealing

his association with the Free Speech M_vement_ for testing our t_ter_nce o_

t_e FSM, end for expressing the injustice of being arrested for s_thing

that he said he did not wh_ehearted_r agree with (ioe., the injustice of

the Outside_. X_e_ en_nters with Bob confirmed his distru_ o:._ the

Outside, especially of the poXiee (a view often ex_ssed by Fr_ too)@

On the third da_ the authors spen_ an hour with the Ss, _Iscussing

the future sessions on so_lo-le_al problems.

. ° . . . they did not respoad readily to _he idea

that the present situation is similar to a space

flAght. Frank espeelall_ _anted to point _t

that _natever simalaticn we do _ have virtually

nothing to dovlth the real thing . . 0 o o Chef

is silentl_ cooperative, su_estlag at c_e point

that astronauts might want to take a dog along.

_he subSect of cannlballsm was broached and _oked

about [f_ Jokes about eating the dog] .....

was attentive sad cooperative, perhaps a bit

suspicious. Dave was the most latentA_ trouble-.

s_ne, _ at the end that it _A_£ be a questi_

of who breaks _h_n first. I said that if t_e

sessions _ to _e a pain in the neck _e could

reduce the_ or call them off°

_e smiled distrustS.

The topi_ of space crews - how they _ get along together on

long voyages - was raised:
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° . o . . A1 said he wouldn't be able to stand

it becau_Je he likes to be a!one,_ can°t stand

people ye_Ing at him: needs priva_yo Frank

said this is a psyaholegieal problem. We d/s-

_ussed crew se_ti_ and g_oup living briaflyo

The Ss a_e rare_ obselwed socializing, except in groups of two°

They watoh televlsi_ in silence, seldcu ven_u_Iz_ a remark about what

they see. _ is brief, fractured, eautio_s Interaeticm around the

kitchen stove, where each subject must heat _ater for his coffee°

Id, who has fcemd the initial adjustment painful, comes into the

laving room _ but returns at _ee to his bedroom, after looking at

the others an_ looking at TT far a minute or tWOo Ne and two others

have to be asked to complete a forced-choice questlC_o During the

questionaire sz_Lulsfa_i_ Frank remarks that the q_stlons are "absUrfo"

Re _s at the emd of _he test that it will s_ow he is an anarahist:

"When you don't like something, Just blow it up'" Two or _hree of the

Ss e_eavor to discuss the questions and make Jokes about them (Joe.,

to establish _ standard e_peatatio_s and solidarity vi_._s_ vis _he

a_thors); they are hushed.

On the sixth da_ A_ Jokes that he _ust might not want to cooperate

with the authoZ'So He and auo'ther S ccm_lain that it is hard to answer

the questionnaire beemmse the questions are open to so many interpreta_

tloas (it is implied and later stated that the questlcms are meaningless

and don't test _hat they are supposed to test). The Ss are reminded that

they don°t know what we a_ trying to test°

Dave is _eaching A1 a Dew card _me: _at is the first sustained

Interactlen that we have observed between the frie_Iship cliques AI-_ and

Dave -Frank o
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On the seventh d_, Chet attests to _lscover vhat the questionaaires

ere designed to measure a_l _hat ve s_e after° Most of the others had ex-

pressed this concern, more +.iz'__t._.

Ed demanded of the staff whether there is an_ "real" reasc_ that a

friend could _t ecme and visit him (it is not visiting dskv, however the

friend is leaving town). _e Director is consulted and gives his permission.

. . . . . AI came in angri_ stati_ that if he had

he too vo_Id have had visitors .....

•hls is the first of severe£ observ_tict_s on _he competitlon for visitc_s

and on the imp_e of vislt_rs to se_-esteem_

During this first _eek Freak was active in deeidlng where to put

the TT set, anno_mcing that the "enly inte_li_t place" to put it was by

_he _d_dow. _ others vented the TV by the _Azeplace, a_eed to Frank's

dem_d. He tende_ to s_leet the programs or to change _hannels, He was

also vocal in labe_ as "ridiculous" the Director's decisions that

sub,sets eoul_ not f_V kites (bec_ of' rapid wel_t-loss at the t_)

and that they sb_ help wash dishes.

AX expressed _ern over his _r IMlaas and the need for m_re

coem_mication with the (h_tslde (the de_ in brln_In_ in a 9V set). B_th

A1 and Bob busied _hemse.lves _rAth art _ko Bob began a _m_-term pattern

of isolation from and re_eetion by the others. E_ was withdre_m and ill--

an ad_us_t Imttern which did not persist aider the first several d_s_
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_e Ss _ee% _mselves e_mmd %he tshle in cur sessions in a _

vhieh fc_esh_ows their subsequent relaticms: Bob _ A1 f_arthe__s% from _'the

other Ss amd _%osest to the staff. A _Iscussicm of hew to _ $20,

vld_i by the _urec,'_r for ma_azines and oevspe_ers, was opened by Dave

_h an expression of su.spielom of our motives, Most of the Ss threw out

sug_esticms and eha_.!enges, but did not support c_e a_other's ideas or _ress

fur constructive solutions° In the faue _f the authors g refusal to indicate

decislc_s or d_ a consensus, _ _ the _a_, domina@ed the debate,

flza//_ called fer a vote. Four ef the Ss resl_m_i to F_'s lead, _et

a_ _ vot_ hs/Z-he_ a_ _ela_o

Dave remarks in parting that he sees what

are up to, -e are _ett_z (or did he _ f_c_ae_)

them to make deeislcms. I say yes, that is what

I said at the beginning c_ the sessio_: He stLll

appears susplelo_s.

l_si_--Al rems_ks that he Just does what he is

told and gets it over with; "_hat'Is the easiest

W
va_.

Che% la_erprets a T7 charaeter to me as st_eem

who is "mew and doesn't _et e_ with the others

yet."

The dietitian reports what she ca_ a "conspiracy," not "mallcic_s,"

over the coffee ratlon: _he Ss are not abiding by the quota; Joe°, they

are beginning to nibble at the :mgimeno

The fi_ run wa_ made c_ a no_-zero stun_me, Prisoners' Dilemma

(see beluw). A1 at first refUsecl to act as a mcmdt_r, se¥in_ that "Jesus

says I dcm't have to." When to_ that we can do without him, he says he was
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only kid_Ling. AGain the. Ss, espeelally D_ve ax_ Frank, make loud reme_ks

about the game and have to be hushed. To the authors _ su_ise, the Ss

immediately and tacltly concert _o become a "teem" and to turn the geme into

a zero-sum _eme a@alnst us, avoi_Lng ¢o_tition with one another, and

exactlng _he maxlmom amount of mane7 fran us.

D6ve, _efo_e and after the game, is sar_asti_

to the p_Int of lasolence . o . . . s_s he is no_

a_ 811 i_x'est, e_ in d_sigalng gsmms and will no_

answer _he questi_, but does • o o o • Ed is

visibly trri_ted by all this e_Itement, seys he

doesn't understand the gem.. • . . • _ remarked

at the end of the 8me, _en told that his team

could have eea_ed acre by c_mpeting more: '_e're

5_ing to splat the mm_y a_yhow. Ha, ha:"

[One of the nurses] is a_Itated _hat F_ank, _,

Dave, end AI have ._ased +_ _ c___ds .._i___ _het

and Bob. She fears that this is a hardening dl-

vision.... • C_e_ had evldentl7 become isolated

a@ala and offered to teach her chess (a faAr_V

sus_est1_,).

Frank, in the presen=e o_ Dave and a staff n_aber, launches into

a _aersl attack on the _ules. He ¢ce_laln_ tha_ the rules are inconsis-

tent and that "they" are _olng to cut "t_elr" own thr_tSo He refu_es

to sa_ _ho "the_" sre. He eltes, as an instsnee of his cc_alnt, a rule

which applies to _ho Ss but not to the staff; and he invents an extremely

in_robable hypothe_Icsl example t,o dis_Li_ _ r_st_lu_lon on vislt_rSo

After the first visiting ho_ the Director put a limit _ the

of visitors _hat cou_ be in the Penthouse at an_ c_e +_i_o The
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Ss inte_tei this to _an that they each could have two vlsit_s at any

time. Perhsps to avoi_ _ oblA_aticn_syst_ l_a_eit in

_isltars, they did not hit _ the idea that c_e S cou_l draw on the unus_

quota of the other Ss until several days later p after the idea h_ been

mentlaned by the st_/T. Evea then we d_ not observe 8ny expllci_ exchange

of favoTs: it va8 _I$_y asst_l tha_ if th_x_ _ fewer the_ 12 _is_s

present a S had a "right;" to fill out the quo_. _his iml_lcl_ fir_-comeo

first-serve rule was no_ a source c_ conflict because unly one Shed a

large number c_ v_sltc_s end _ or m_e usuall7 had none°

I_ predicts s_Xy that the e_ex_t is ping to _Iow Upo

He says he hopes the experls_ntal games will no_ involve d_clsi_s,

because he does _ot llke de_isloas. He end Dave are vary suspi_i_s abo_t

_he p_ses of the ex_ari_ @ames and make char_s of trickary a_

maaIpulatAo.. _ lost (between Ss) in these games is _o_slsteat_V

1os_ to _ve, I_, aria _, _ later and _ other measures prove to be

_he _ dc_ and papular Ss° The Ss _v!de ,_ _he _i_s int_

equal shares after each _ae_ all _ bein_ put into a common p_t;

_his _avloz _as exhibited s_ata_ by t_e Ss, as if _he_e _ no

othar concelvahle solution.

Du_ the course of the _ the Dave-FA_ ellque e_erlments

at bein_ frie_ with Chef, Ea, and A1 on different occasions° _ topic

of food 8_ts raised, as it does he_eaf_ about _ a &_7 throat the

cc_flae_aut (this is pr_ laevlta_le, sla_e _he TV c_marelals are _o

often about food).

A1 a_K_es, in t_e _ou_se _ a fsntasy-cee_etlti_n lastlu_ several

d_s, _ha_ he is P_eslden_ s_ is _in_ to become Ki_ or _q;_-aro Chef

claims mare modesty7 to be a European k.'_g of 0_. _ enters the cc_peti-

_i_ at the mar_ by asserti_ he _A_ be P_eo Frank humors, with
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la_ proved to have th_ hlghes_ pmsti_ as _ as the one lowest in

pz_s%i_ did _ _ in @Is "eom_etltion" for statuso (Xt is like a

pl_ within a pl_ a e_7 relief _leh parallels the x_al a_ti_, )

A moz_ _io_s _tenti_ aro_ bergen Al _ Frank, A1 eh_llen6-

Ing Fr_'s _az-monopol7 of meal-tlme eam_rsatlo.. It _ te z_lmmm_

that Al's elo_ fr_J.end le Fz_'s z_om_te _ _time friend°

Bob i21itiated _hat _ out to be a _ history _ 8ccidents a_l

15 IIm.o Wee_o _ S_ are d/ff_ttlt to loca%a _hen the time e_mes to

_ them the third, part of our pol_tieo-1_al qu_mmalre. _ mm

u_set by the quesZlmma/z_, l_emmmb/_ teeause it _aps t_Ir feelings

tom=a mozels a_1 su_c:i%7.

° . . . , Dave fi_,-t of all ma.hes ._,- __ our

ent_i_ t_ _ _o_as into the t_pe-

__, _e_ em_ Rmnk raise a sustained

a_ _ the _mstimmalre, as_tln_ that

_hat we a_e _ettin_ at is psychological or it

is nothing, sad the opinions _e ask are super-

ficial _ smbl_uoqs . . . . . Dave beoomes

_m_ i_solemt in _ swee_, '_ d_n't

mxtez_tm,t vhy yoa are sunh fools, explain it"

of s_ous ,.._,... , o , We %*7 to

et_ess that this is a s_ientifte inquiry and

point o_t that they d_'t ftn_ the treadmill

i_teres_in_ eithe_ °
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rez_rks poin_L_: "_hat:s dl_eren_

the Znmetcr Olutrl_ton_st) knows

_na_ he vs doing."

o o o o o Bobvas__umnableandretalned

h£s c_Lt/_tms because he "didn't, like the

dtzee_£c_ the dls_ss_cn has taken." Ed

absta.s_j indaflntt, e problenBo _he otha_.s

_=e punks, f_ t_e Daye-F_:k lesd.

AI_ upoet by the $6 Q r_ctiono and outrs_d tbs t they vaa_d

so undermine our vorkw we deo£4e4 to Ko _ as before and treat the

previous session as s produe_ of _he unusual stress they ar_ under. The

Ss w behave _ as if nothl_ has happened. Dave expresses the opinion that

_el_ Is "a utsunderstandl_" between hln a_ the authcrSo

AI and Ed continue to play cards tosetherj but Frank and Ds_

aeeu to prefer valklng and talking out41de _ 3 four-handed card _ o
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a ccnci_atloa _ in hope it will be _ con-

Some dela_ in setting Ss _ether. Dave comes in late frc_

t_adml_, weariz_ dare g_msses, being _ocu_r e_d des_wAptiVeo The

session begins vlth a _ deal o_ hostile Joklngo _e _illatlc_ £c_a

bac_flres because the Ss are anno_ that their initial solutions are not

slm_ acQepted; i.e., the addlti_ c_ su_pro_ms and co_eatlons is

too frustrating for %he SSo _e ten0_ of their flrst solutions is that a

rule would be set down in a c_iliatlon sltuatica a_ all l_les would

au_tlca3_ comply. When _uestions of enfc_ an_ ambig_It_ are

raised, AI reverts to Joking about himself as "I_" and "aoa." Frank

lles down on the floor as if deed° Two other Ss leave the tabla and wander

around the roll Dave insists that the problems under discuss!on are not

"real" sad tha_ he is not interested in mere _znes° The discussi_ ver@es

toward death, disposal of corpses, and cannibalism on a space crsft. _ve

and Frank state do_matical_ that they _ not cooperate vith "_mes";

t_t t_ey cannot stend _ de_Islons; a_i that the mxtho_s are Just

trying to stir them _. _ 4o not respond to a plea that we need their

help m_ are _ to _ our a_a to _ the sessions less stressful°

_e m_tter is taken up with the _ the next d_y and Deve and Frank

are dropped from this part of the experiment.

Xt is _ that FA_nk's position in this dispute is that the

investi_t_s (_t to talk wA%h _ Ss sel_trate_. We _esize t_a%

the very c__ation of all the su_eots is for some reason unpleasant

(i.e., they could not possibly make a serious eoXlea_ial decision en __..___)o

_e last s_e of this _£euXar eo_frcm_ation is re_or4e_ in the log as

follovs:
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_7

I_ this +,ime l_aak has lain d_n an the floor

becs_e he does not _ut _o ps_ti¢il_te; _1

is m_kl_ s_nethin_ vi_h pst_r and _tch

s_ubs on top of the table; Chet is in reverie;

Bob has vl_va to get s_ne coffee; Dave keeps

get_tn_ up sad sittin_ down; and AI is lookl_

dise_solate.

On the b_lle_boe_d there has appeare_ a carto_ ah_ the

Dev_l being _thed b_ the sun's rays° It is labelled "Prankleo" Ac_llng

to one of the mwees the cartocm _Rs _ _ posted by Al(efo the

A£ ece_et_tton).

_e next _ at exper_tmmtal gmes (v_th the other four Ss) is

qut_e successful. _ s:e most re:opel-afire, Ef assuming F_u_'s f_

seat at the heed of the table. _he_ e_e eoas_vstaed _o ask _e_he_ _he

other _o are still in _he e_t eal are told that _ a_e _y in

fou_ _so Bob makes a sign _ni_h he pu_ on _e pot: "KE_ __

KEIN IqD_SBL"

is observed _o eu_z_ise some initiative £: _ _ the TV

se_ in the la_e afternoon, vl_o_ eonsultt_ the o_erSo He agpeszs _o

employ the technique of amaoun_i_ there is a _od pro_m c_ movie on_

.e/t_ to bear ob_ee%ic_, and pr_eeedin_ to _ it on.

A d_ later:

Bob's '_IN _B_I_" sl_a is mlssln_, X ask _l_a%

h_ppened. He s_ys it is probab_ a '%ouse-

_eauin_ casually"--he doesn't know. o o ° o o

I stey around duriu_ lunch. Frank is noisiest
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He ss_s at o_e p_M_ t_at it _ be a

idea _ _t rid o_ Chef. E_ reads alou_ from

a _._J_ez Woman" curule book° Fran_ s_. _b

Into a dlscussion of whether crime is disease.

s_s (_et is the o.._ one [of the Ss] who

is sick_ C_et counters with "Frs_ is _he

_ "_o is heaX_r."

- A _i__ arose over the Ss' "right" _ s_mbathe without under-

we.-tops _Decesgm7 to _atch bodl_ wastes from t_he skin and persp£rattOR)o

Tals is set_led by,he _ in the Ss' favor.

this week _ _ the friendship _s, _I-AX, was conspicu-

ously cc_iaut in he_ping with the dishes a_ o_herwi_ _rati_ wi_h

the staff° We suggest Chat su_ behavic_ _ay have been _an_ to &lstin_t,h

them from the _ue c_ Da_-F_a_ (_ho give t_e _essic_ _ w_l_ to

es_lish a suXXe=, _eXi_nt subculture, cz of wsntla_ to draw a very

ahe_p llne be%_en U_ _0. _'_m_ !a-slde and @_side_ e__e..). .F_-nk, _,

and A1 were heea_ by _ members to remark that they did not llke the

auth_s' sesslc_s and they were "_o_ _ha_ normal people should dlseUSSo"

(AI) _Is cc_=e_t, a_ with the behavior of _eve e=_ _ in our

sessions, represents a definite a.._ _o conflict--that e_clt dis-

cussions of ecnfllet _ho_Id be _voided _ the _eo

AI's ve_l e_qgeti_i_n vi_h FAmnk at table c_ntin_s. A1 fancies

b_il_ a hri_4_ e_IToss the A_ie Ocean (llnk_ hlmse_f wi_h the Ss _no

p_ tO 80 f_o _t_?); I_ pooh-poohs %he idea; C_e_ 8s_ he

woul_n't use _he bride. F_mk's _c_L_eerin_ behavior at table se_ms to in-

case the so__y between AX and _o

A m_nls_n_ noose w_s found, _el from the kit=hen ceilln_,

ds_ af_ PrsmE az_ Ds_e h_ r_fu_ _o paa_leIpe_e furthe_ in the aughts'
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sessions.

_._femmmes %o bestlallt_ h_exuellty, inssni_, _ p_'i_ li_

during t_is period.

F_ Week
I •

Be Ss {excXu_Isg Dave anl Frank) take _ to _cilla_i_ _mes

and _ assi_ themselves _l_s o_ a sps_e crew. ZMI is "elect"

ea_In after the others have chosen rolesp E_ has ne_ac%ed to _hoose, _b_

role of 'captain' is still open, _l ss_s to _i "Be _ptaln," _ _ ss_s,

"Xes, you be aapt_tu_" _ a_eees vlth an "Oh, shucks.*" reluC_eo

Disc.usslon of a _2-maa s/mce..crev _

for reells%Ic problems: Privac7 s_kes AX

sz_ _he o_hers as a very _asia need. X am

Ir_itatod a_ their reAu_tan_e %o _alk _ at

the am_mt of prir_ X have to do to keep the

discussion _oin_. Ss getting u_ %o make cc_fee;

Bob w_ke_ aro_ the roan far a nflnute; _ e_

AX p_g vlth a candlestick.

@ • @ O @

B_f_e the meeting, AX and _ are

and _oki_ _lt_ the dietitian about sex.

AI co_A_ues _ _ti_ food, _g for a

tuna fish sa_wlch. Che_ se_ss to be at loose

e_ds. Bob is _sy as usualo FA_ak and Dave a_e

Xn _he sesslon _ priva_ it emerges %_% _het sad Bob have very" different

no, ions from _1 and AI as _o m_,_.._ re__s to 9forest pe_al

priva_. _e _Is_usslo_ c_ _hat rules thez_ o_ht to be abou_ l_-Ivacy
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is In_oa_slve; opinions an _he relative i_ce of noi_ _e,

seclusion, _oun_ odors= e_._ are _ulte diverganto

E_ _S vet7 an_'y at a _m_ of the s_-fT who asks him t_ _umg_l_te

a psycholosi_l _uest.lo_mali_, CeE,'_ that he 01u.s_ "eau't" _ s_

of the q_stlans° _ is, _call7 e_, ,sua11M _ c¢op_ative

wi_h the autharlties than are X_w a_ FA_, and at the sam time touchier

about specifle requ_ats and _lt_ certain staff _ 8s.

All Ss s_e sum_ha_ less cooperative this _eeko _here is a ms_

fall_ off in t_elr _eets--_alati_, w_i_, _la_, s_.w _ank

is repea_L_V ob_ t¢ i_ bl_wlng _ta_s up, _-ople, a_d insti_u-

ti_s, scwtlmes spe-_z_ _ha_ wa_ li_ht-hea_ a_ sometlm_.s_stly.

s_i Frank make a _ _ of cc_ttcn d,.u'lag the vlsi_Ing

hour, at a time _ th_ have no vlsi_s and Bob is _ to entertain

_everal vlsi_s. _ are wa_ae_ a_t _ _ the parapet, which is

a_ the rules; _ begins a _g dlspute an the parapet rules (see

below). _ _Te_, as a first _cf_se a) _ha_._A___ei- ,o se,_ _ the

rule end _) _be _ _ _(_ do it _d thus _ed_e_ 1_)o

_9 re=. _he Ss _e_slste_ in parceiv_ sn expea_men_al _ as a Z_ze

a_t the staff a_ _v_ a@alas_ one _, even _ou_ t_ey _ould have

w_ m money from _he In_sti_a_s by cc_etin_o It may be _hat they

ware balELng at t_e symbolism of the @s_e_ _i_h involved a fighter crew

att_kt_ a _ f_i_n. In _z_ case_ _ Ss i_n_ or mlsu_erstood

explloit Ins_uctlm_s _ the effec% that ¢_e ob_ct of the _m_ is for

the fighters _o at_k a_ fc_ _he bombers ÷_ defer.

A _.ueral mee_ of _e Ss was called by the __ to revi_

certain cc_ain_. I) A wc_a, h_ _ to _e _L_e_ _ha_ _he was
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belOWo _e Ss let _ tt_t tley ar_ slightly _o Chef, _o _ !_

vo!ve_ !_at mot a1_me, e_._ee_s to _eept most of the blame for this lucldemt;

a staff membe_ _m al_;o _, _r1_ by h_ 2) '_e Ss ere eaked

not to go _ in _helr u_rwear after 9:00 in %he mortalS, for the sake

of s_.a_a_es. 3) _be _0$rector enmounees that the he_l nurse is in fu_A

_ in his e_se_ce. 'rals _i_i_21% _ms tho_t to 1_e _eeesse_

b_.au_e %he Ss Imc_Iz_1 to qmsrrel _rlth her more emd mm_ a1_t

_leSo

All h_s tram to thlnk this [_ter-_]

Inei_mt is humorous a_1 to accept as reascnab2e

_he Diz_mt_r's lm_um_ttc_ that '_e man't have

water, urtue, or _hatever coming dora am l._pl_."

. . . . . _b_ou_out, Cbet is restless ema

mischievous. _ob is mm_ed a_1 sdopts an "_,

ecm_ _" at_Atm_e. _ eppea_s abe, ecm-

1_mt, rest., but eager to _et a wo_d in

eve_t_y. Dave is ab_ut_ silent a_l looks

l_ZZ]_1 if _t _¢ebensiv_. AX looks _t_re a_i

f_ees the scene _y st_ at the _ set (the

emm_ is err), _ chs_s _hile _he _Arect_r

is t_, tur_ _ the _ M_tlst tlm muse

is _g s_l tl_ _ has left t_e room

_arl_v, a_ c_ at t_s e-_ of the

msetlng that it cau_ him to miss paT% of '%%,_Itlve

_" w1_ la-Xou Ik"e_o, _hc_ he a]Lw_rs _ . ....
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Qme of _he nurm_.s tamaracksthat %be beh_xi_r of two Ss _%h e_

_mi visitor _ms pecullar (re cmmo_ _s_u_ the details hs_)o

1_sslbilAt_ that these Ss reeelve msa_iss:Ls_ie "_u_lies" from th__ o-_sld_

z_Ises %be qumstlcn _he%_ le_.-shlp am_ the Ss is a fuuction of

positlan In a delAnq_% sU_r_" W e _i_ _ _ _ SS _

to these two Ss e_ _,',ovex'tl7 de_ acts, as if %0 reeomnen_

tlm.mselves too as d_rln_ fe/_So

In a ,-e_/ar sessisn wlth the au_s, the four cocking Ss _ea_h

e e_msensus zs_ bu% s_e mluetan% to voW. &"net is pra_Ica_y

bludseomed In%o a_-eem_u% by AI, _hea the_ _l_s to be _ _p in the

c_sus: 'Tou a_ree, dm_,_.__t_." AI a_i _ _ r_uno_s end m, li_i_.

_here is _ pok_ end to_ observed amnns %he Ss, heretofore not

.dc_e _t%h tm_nitp_ _z ,_Te.r_s %o csaulba/Asm are _cc_d_io

F_sm_s _ o_ l_m_ast o_.versatl_m Is su_c_s_

ch_ b_ A_. I_ is de_ssed stud e_m_lai_s bltte_l_ ab_ the fomi_

Fmank's. _he%, in %u_a, delAber_t_._y dro_ a beaker _ the floor to _st

%he stafT's _eac%Ic_ _ob ar_ Da_ seem to be _voidi_ intaz_etlcn dumin_

this period.

M_ ._L1e, D_,e, _, and _e_ are obse,-v_t %o be _Im_lin_ _z_

timm _o_e%he_; _d has becomm _ with _ob; sad A_ ec__ o_ fee_L_

tired sm_ becomes l_s3 asse1_Ive _; me_ls _oms his bid fer l_ds_-

C_e_. Bob is e4_tu ahan_c_d, or vitadz_s, _ b_h. Chef is "pectiSed"

to va%ch a cez_n _ sh_ e% a tiz_ when _a_E "_i_m_lkv" _r_s

eao%he_ aho_. Ch_t thus becmaes s_me kind of a _ivotal __rs_n. He dc_s

met, ho%_ver, Join _i%h the two _liques (AI-_ am_ I_ve-FramE) _s %hey now

_sume _helz _cm-sa_ at Waist. _% is o_s_rv_l to be ali_t_ a_rogsnt



nov (_i_ Is _t of __r), eml the fou_scne e_e qulet_r_ _ _ _y

the o_,_ber Ss u_ua_ do not vato.h it@ He is Xar_v i_olatel _ or by

the o%hers _c_ is _ first to laave _ at fe__i_s@ M_As h_ becc_e

much ;less cm_r_v, t_ Ss cc_ late, da_, cez_ the f_l a_sM

_Ith them, leaving sc_e of it for later, e_i so c_

_eet_r vit.h Al'so l_a_k sclicit_ the s_oval of _ eal P_r_e be_ce_

tu_mi=8 on the _ a_ a time _ t_ae Ss u_uaA_ do _ hswe i_ Ono _i ]_r

_ae_ ca the _ m_l _ _is _ _i_hc_t ¢onsul_ia_ the _So

D_ is t_ _ o_e ob_ _ the _"_ __; t_e ot_aers _ust _et it

has _e_ua a sequeace c_ h_ to _e _m_e_ a_ e_ca_e_ _

abide by the medical 1_uti_es. _a Fou_s_ talk i_ falsetto 8z_ d.ialec_

voices _ _ _; _A'_ _ _ b_C_m_ _=_ie, --_ -_----

8c_ deal Mere c_lalats about the _ec_. Some sI_cul_tloa _l_t -_

_ if _h_y msde se_ s_s to _he &i_tltla_o _c_ut_

about _he _ in _hich the staff eclmi_tsters the etreagt_-te_tSo

_,s _ m_e i_-ita_le this week, ccm_Xala o_ "_i

d_eams, a_ chaff at the schedule. _ of them _siets in _ c_ the

pa_e_et, acetrer_ to z_les° FA_ak's technique _c_ _ _Is on _he

is to make _ c_ _h_ee d_s__ ccem_nts a_t the l_se_t p_oG_am

(pre_h_ he i_ _Ai_la8 cc_tlc_ or c_sltlc_); the_ he Ju_ up

a_i eh_s it _i_h_rt cc_tia_ the others i_.

In the reg_ discussic_ seszlc_ s_i in exp_zlmental _uues, _e

Ss have be_c_e i_areeslz_ _ e_i Im_atum_. A_l_ to assume r_Al_ as

m_ers of a space crew, they c_se to be _laats az_ amlmals. _or e_:



D.S.: o . . . . _o _ez_s _,o b_ _t oa _e

_ilt_i(m boe_?

_: I'lX _ a fcx.ast_

._: Aud I'a _tn_ to be the _z,og.

41 _ _ @ $

Bob: I°n _e the _ in _ _ogOs hea_o

D.S__. __d _ )_I_ _ be, (:_0e_7

_e_ _-t_ue to _ to _x_pete in _ genes; the most

_serti_ $ a_s to lose cc_slstent_ a_A _ be the least wi_ to

cce_ete with his 1_ems. DAscusslcm of t_e _m_es be= ms Impesslble becanse

_f t_e rAdA_ (_ rA_leu_) _ehav_c_ c_ _he Ss.

_e l_t-_am discussion _mlo_ated

_L84.c._1,e (1_e*,ea_h,_ to 'be a toad, end

_c_tahle _si_Ic_ of _elz_ a _ to lasanit_

s_ ea_i_ _hem be_ _ c_. Ny ir_ita_lem

_as _tless visible.

Some of the Ss _u_t _ _ from the _; the quondam leeder, _I_

state_ that _he _ then being iata.cduce__ the lavesti_atcr wo_ _e

interestla@ to do some other _.

_k i_ a_ heex_ to _|oka_ha_ _e _i_h_ thz'o_ C_t over '_he pa_a_

pet. _is is pa_t of an c_-goin_ fantas_ v,bout dropping pee_-_a_ staff ov_r

t_e edge, blo_g them up, burniug _he_ u_ cutting _hem UP, _..kaging th_m_

m_tila_in_ them, m_ so on. _i_ _-e_u_r_n_ _ origlna_s _os_ _t_n
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_t_ F_; b_t it is _ in __ _grees with all the c_rs.

s_ Week

7_-

_he _ of _e eoc_era_;Ing Ss, E_, immellately rejects our su_-

_stlc_ _hat _ mi_t _ to u_e our sessions to vAcAte a skit about

_L_e in t_e Pe_o_._. He ss_ _uls is obvic_ desi_ to _t them

"to _elease tenslcn_." Inltiatl_ is thus., as usual, t_st back u_

_J_e Investi_tc_, a_ _LI attem_t_ %o _ _ith _rk _ _slste_ _Ith

_:i_lettle,i_a%temtlom, _ physio_ ccmi_-a_-_oi_. _b "ab_s"

_Aeh of the time by eew_z_ his face wlth a _aee-_% makln_ I% iato

bolas, me_ it _ e _, et_.

Chef Is a_m_t _ ea_er to take

bi_e_ _aa life.

Xn _ use of _e _, _re_t reli_ee is ev_eat_ _ c_

_m_tlc_ aad _-i_x_._r in tlme.

_.esencea U" s. v _o!_-s Is case or sh__,

se_lf.4ez_.ase, m_ hmuictde]. '/_,e_ real_ yen%

for i%' _ext ti_e we dlscu_s the deelsloa.

•_e ac_-c_i_ Ss, _ aal Fraak, entered the roc_ at the end. of

the sessic_ e_i _ evldenee %he.% %,hey _t to _ _ e_ept u_!er

d_e_emt rules. _e_ _ test us. _ey _ throw _b_les at

us l_er the same _e_.



j '/

The _ se_si_o_11e_d c_s_s _ b_poChe_ieels is very laco_%Co

rea_s a _azlae;,_ i_ absorbed in d_rAag a fio_er. .E_fCA_ _he

session, AI Insis_ _ diseu_si:g the shipv_eeJ_ case _th us, a!_a_i

veJ_y eone_ t_at he su_ the "rish¢" alCecna_ive an_ _ex-_!e_a_ tha_

the mo_al issues _.-e _ c¢_.lcet_; h_ h_s shoua hi_ in ot_ c_n'_e_:_:.s

to be ea_ _o _ matu_e s_ to win _¢he _ of the au_h_i_ies°

So he hehavez i_ Isolation; wi_ his l_J_s, h_r_ he be_s _tlshj

as tf _ a sol_t.t_u _ the _roble, n of how _o _ th____ _ _th_ut

The Ss have _eg_ _o coz¢_ m0_ about t_ food. Che,_ iz_ve_

en+J_ s_i3A_ his fccmula. _ _lieves _hat t_ dietitian is _berat_v

the too_ _r_e because he 9x_Aou_J_ c_ to her a_o_ i_.

is a _a_v_r _ feeding ¢_r_r, i.e. in terms c¢ -_ho swrives

first at table, stays lo_s¢, _r.i says mos_. _his m_s, _i_h scm_ di_

•ozClons, the s_aCus-relatlons of the Ss.

So_ of ¢be Ss hav_ _ _ irritahi_, _sse_ e_ _ t_

outbursts of ¢em_ro Others, presumably the better-dafe.de_ eni more

asceti_ seam _o be happier in--co at a_ rate :Y.udtC_e,_n'b to,--tP_ 8ro_in_

stress. _ foo¢I fantasies sal =¢_s about t_e present diet; o_e

S thro_s food uu 2q.OO_o The bett_r-eont_ Ss _ and z_mLu_sce a good

:_[ealabou_ loud; _e ill-c_tz_le_ Ss e_lain about the present faz_.

The less popular Ss are o_serve_ t.ohave more in_s_s_.ti_s o_Ith _he sta_fo

_=iz_ this period _ of t_e _ m_t_ Ss are noticeably _i_,

eentlmental, si1_, en_ _ in i_ rituals perCaln_ _o .*_ture

and _he Sun. Two S_ l_r_e become levoted "_3 physlc_si cul_ure a_i sl_ tir_

idealizin_ the pa_. _e more Imssive Ss have _¢_m_ faAx'l_" ashlar--

or, mare accurately, easily piquel aad surly. _e _e_ter-c_a_<_Yle_ Ss

R;pe_r slight._ _ssed on _s _hen ¢he_ cannot _ outsi_e _y them_!,_;
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A ._'o__ _eu_ __ _ a_ _ heed nurse __ _s _o

_e_ther a ae_.mlu do_r sho,_ be l_pt open or shu_. Frank wanted _ do_r

_',_ to _ _Ise out of the o_ rocms_ the nurse _a_ it open to be

_bie _:_he_r .'F,he tel_hc_. It _ __ fz_m later eo,mmunlc_%ions "_,ha'_

8_I _eA'_ soul_ce _ chs_!n _ tha_ the DD1se vas b@It_ mede by ik_ve_

_o vas e:_Is_n_ on _e __1 in _ room wi_h the nurse.

Pz_n_ and A1 _ in r_sh _r va_ous sec_i_s of _he S_

p_p_r; it t_ea_ fur a mumzn_ %0 _t ou_ c_ hs_d. _e mm_ subdue1 Ss

_end _o make mlsta_s ze_ _ me,teal _0_tlnes; _ _ ate beg_

to complain about tim fcod_ c_ late for meals, en_ _ vi_h their

food. Sum "noise" has eppeezed in tlm AIo_ f_zla_tp; Dav_-Frank have

slow_ _ alx_t_ e_l all the.Ss have begun to exhibit "__"

t_nnrlc_, because, as tsar told u_, the_ _Id not _ to _t involved,

no_ know _ v_3_ _ _ pe_sm_l x-_]._tons be_ too int_e,

lwef___ez_'elto keep I;o _hemselv_s. _ abler Ss have _ Im_

•arlous trips the_ wLIl or _i_t _,ake after the eaafinem_t. _e f_

_uo_a_i_ns _re _ _livi_ual laths wlt_ the Ss duriag _hls _ on

the _u_,"_aa_ is _ _ llke _m_"

". o o e_arymm _ s_, i. his o_a

s_ _cause it is easier _haa _a_ _ se_

up s_m_hi_ here _u this sltua_i_, _ere you

Enu_ you can'_ lea_o"

"We _._ feel _Im _ced not to express ourselves

c_letaly° l_ i_ close in here at _imes.

X dun"t _en_ to _t involved° Have to be her_

f_ two _ months."



". o . XouL learn tc i_n_'e people _.... Z

da,_t ..___ sr_(_d_- up here; X have no reasc_ to

ta_j_ X'_ _t as soc_ not _o into anM big

"Xt is an unkai._tgroup [_Jestlc_: Would yo_ s_r

it _.sa elo_V-kalt o_ a loo_kn1_ group?]

. . . _ is t_ether sln_. o . "

"° o . E_bo_ hes settled into his ova posi_vlco. ° o o"

N

o o o X_ is on_v e group iasc_s_ as _e ha_e to

n
f_S_o°o°

coc_tln_ Ss vere asked to e_nslde_ a case of canni_lls_

_a _be_ _s (aes_nav. _ andSte_, 1881)._o_wasupset

a_ _ decision of the o_ three; ha_ _a_ _ou_h t_e discussion he

up the pla_at ,_,:_ _de it into horns. _be three took _e view

tha_ the perpet_atc_s of the _be_sm oust to be e_used, o_n_ to

the extenuating elrcums_nees c_ the ease. A1 pa_ dls_r_tlc_ by

puttin_ flovar l_S in his ear.

_: A_d yet the _ople vbo did t_is feat as

t_c_ he _c_'t IAve even if they dldn_t

D_: _=nat's _i_ht.
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_re t_e_

_: ]M other woz-e!eit's Ju_'_ :la;_z_'s o_

t,l_; he _ _ to die before they were . . .

@ 0 •

_: . . . _e i_laess c_ not c_saltluS

I @ •

C_e_: . o . it was o_vlc_ly a m_tter of

szu.vival a_t I thirk no one shou_ be

pumLishedo

All the Ss e_ _,o _iseuss the _osslbillt¥ cf aa eatlng.

_ra_k assertedthem vas ce_V _ _laee he wo_l_ e_sld_r _ola_--ace_la

_a_rk--then he le_ t_ r_ _e others, ha_ e_ed sever_l ot_e_

_ssib_A _s, a_ c_ +_e _a_ with _ c_ _wo haa_s_s-1_M. _ea _e

da_ er_Avel, the_ _I_. _at _ t_e eaztl_ without re_ark.

Ss m_icm _ssibilitles c_ vloleace to selves and staff, in ra_her

h_othetlcal, I_.¢_ive, a_ _ ms_m_.rs. _hey refuse to cce_y with

e _e_ dietary ruble "u_ss it is en c_."

is _l_ric,xs abO_ a ];_sy_hO:toglc_k]. _eS_; "_Li_l asks _l¢.h o_ his

_eers he likes bes_ az_ _hich _ee_t. _e _tests _hat that is _ of the

staff's business. _e is axle incensed that a staff member (a former S)

in s_&Itlo_ to tlm co_ultlz_ psyehoXo_ist has seen the res_ltso

and _a_k _icM _ more end _ at the _e_ cf our

fc_e_ sessions. _e o_he_s are _'u_a't_l _ ennoyed at ex_e_mental

£smes _ the _e_ SOdA,ticks e_e fair_ tric_ (e.g., ra_c_Ize_ play)_

e_ in seeo_ _ssing, g_ _t the Investl_tc_, ta_vestd.es and



behavi_s.

_o cr _ Ss _ve adopted the technlq_e of g_eetlag sts_f _bers

_th re_x_ers that t_e staff is i_ivile_e_ esd the Ss a_e de_wd: eogo,

'_lha_ did you eat f_ lug7" or %_h_ argot you out _ beer?" Dave

_eve_s a flcrla distress over the potential abuses and In1_n_slcms of +_he

Outslde Au_cei_les; he is hrc_t into _ by _anM, _o terms these

attitudes "c_aZyo"

A ra_her __e system of fav_s, attention, and s_E_lles has

l-_own _ between the Ss _n_ the s_ff. X_ involves a dlvlsi_ _f labo_ a_

,m c_vlcus m_t_hlz_ of _lles, _mts, a_d needs. _is s_ve suspect

1_t cannot prove--Involves as m_eh, and d_ _ stressi_tl periods of

_he e_ mc_e_ In_eraeticm "than exists _i_hia the peer group.

Other Ss have beam to m_e errors in the ms_leal routine; altera_

•_vel7, the same Ss are most insistent tha_ the s_hedules ana routines _e

abided by°

_._n_i_s !u _e a_m_er _ _neemln__ aad o_t_n_ telel_ne _alls

vlsiters have beau noted f_m time to time _ the staff, but careful

reec_s _ Dot _t c_ this _i_t. _e _ess _t Ss are ha_st to

_wc_se _cm sleep la the _ and are late _ sileat at meals; the

,lcmlnan_ e_s_e i_ _ets_slcal conversations at meals and eard-pls_

._te_s. All Ss _ to 1_e slowla_ dc.m of late. Mo_e ec_lalnts

a1_a_ the foo_; avd fea_-s have _ exp_ssed by Fraak and Chef that the

i_rese_t diet _ do se_Ac_s_ if not l_mss_e_t_ _ to their health a_i

_ms_u_tu_e. A_ attest by Chef _ ec_u_t i_rlo exercises fc_ the

others has been laz_ a_cme_; althou_ most of the Ss _till do the

_arcises _ a fashion, az_ _ or four _f _m have a s_ interest

in their physical cc_Icm and prowess° _his ocr_elates ne_atlve_ _i_h

referea_es to humosex_y.
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A c(_fltct h_ a:lsea beWeen tvo of t_e Ss o_ the limits o_'

];_r_ pr£vac_r: tim fi:s_ Ze_ c_ that the _ we; not 1_len__Iter

more open beeeu_ he had som_hln8 to hide° _is _as resolv=_ by the two_

the _ seclusive r_udtat_ the l_ustve aats sad _est£ons.

_e 8s have _ _ and more reluQtant to _asldez alternative

Interpretatlans cad z_tlunales _u our fc_nal sessleas. _ ere elso be-

cc_ sensitive to all issues that remind them of personal tntwusion or

violation _ their pr_vscy.

_t _ut*._ sesslc_ IX_'t_ half an *Sg

a axKx_te. AI mac a stall _nomnr _t of cl_ end

put 1_ t_ the e_._lo Chet end Bob _re _ten

dls_n-ented. Che_ has bec_ rathe= _ end

he_phren_a a_ _es,

Sane have tecome _,less about the treed=ill _ othe_ _ me_tcel

rouclnes. Scm have been seeulmngt_ ore: t_e paw_t (the trXnk); U_y

_s£st _st tie rule is _s£nst '_IUa_" on tJm _ am1 _ x_ttcule

a staff member _o e_ that is not the spi_¢ of _be rule.

The treedmill breaks d_n over the ,_end. One S's snoc_=t Is

_/mt it broke down because a _ other S _ c_ it; maother's

account is _hst a different S was c_ i% when the belt sudden_ folded over

on i%self; yet anothar _count is that yet _ S deltberatel7 Jsm0d

hls sl_pper in t_e _s_ It is predlcted I_ one of the Ss _h_t %he

_esdmtlI will keep bre_ down for the rest of. the e_e_mento

_e c_tn_ Ss ere _ell-be_aved durt_ a dascuss_n of simula-

tion end the ab=s c_ _ level-political exper1_entso _e¥ 8re_ ho_ve_,
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visibXy leth_r_ a_i t_ir cc_t_i_tlo_G to the discusslce _are accc_ed

_th si_s of effort s_ fatigue.

Mc_ies _'_ _o_.m_t. in f_: the Seo A1 deeXared he hs_ no int_st

fm the_ at all (y_ssibly a repu_tlca of the staff, but mu_ likely a re-

actlca to a _leulty _e _s ha_ _t_ _i). _ told us _hat he

_ to burn us_ _he Director, the Assistaa_ Di_e_, _i the

1_ycholosist in a fire; ao_ c_t _ pe_sceal anlmesl_ but because _e are

all pa_t of "the sy_" Y_nk, _ao was most adamant about _ the Ss

;_hc_ g_ on _helr o_, is ex_._ti_ a smell a_t of Inltlatlve to

arrau_e atrlp to a _e_ _

M_ch time has _ spear _chiag the _o _e Ss are lis_lesz aa_

cc_tlnue _ "fc_t" m_ of the _edical routines.

_ert_re frem "custom" _eat_V requires c_ eoaseat, witness

_he _u_e used by _: We asE_ if "a_mme w_ mind" if he took the

_l_ _ his rOc_ _O ente_n visl_s a_, _ no ob_eetlon from

"a_--c_e," _ so and _ it in an hour.

Some resplr_tcr_ and nervous _c_ts are re_ted. O_e S has

spen_ a _ deal of _Ime sleeping lately. Two c_he_s have been observed

animal noises a_ passe_s-by belo_o One of these attrlh_te_ his

of mall to _he _alversi_s _tenee.

Two c_ thre_ of the Ss _md l_g pellets of time cn the tele_cmao

_e_ s_e Ss _ x_elve the _ vlsi_e a_ _ a_e _st _nt on the

staff far support anl ccmnmleations.

FA-enk, who _m:'ted _ _ c_' _i.l, has become ir_ensecl abou_

wlre-ta_ing end vlc_tlc_ of the mails. Some of thie irrlta_ili_y is reo

lleve_l _hen the Ss learn _hat movies have been obtained for them_

M_c_s of cc_s, achi_ teeth_ a_ _he pain cmu_el by eating

the dietary vaferSo Very little _ behavic_ is notlced; the Ss te_



,._t _ to k_ to _h_lves s_l to _e_l with o_e another _hr_y e_l

_quen_l_. lost Ss _r ¢o _ in l_tter _rits after visiting hours;

o_e _n_ seems d_l_ssed _f_ his vi_itc0rs leave. _ose "_ho _c_ive

z_ visitors e_ cov_ _ critical of those _o _o.

e_ C_e¢ have been planning, in a _ca_serlcus _a_, a Joint

1_slness en_ise whe_L they _t out. _ a_ _ then ;_c_uee_ a

J_a_tasy about thr_Lu_ I_,_le {_m_eci_le_) c_f the rock. l_ve has been ob_

,_ve_ p1s_ a _ _al c_ _oli_alre; _e usua1_ _a_s _ais_ c_ _n _Ith

_o c_ three c_ _e oth_s.

S is now ec_ cf livar a_ _i_s_ive troubles; another_

cf heert burn. Work c_ persuaal 1=o_eets has vlrtua_ stc_o

_a_ a_ as_In_ is o_. Also mere Ir_Ata_ili_V _ the staff.

w_ week



_o . o is __rude ea_

o . the fi_t t_ I have seen

him _hat y o _et also _t+_s things anl

wcn°t _at _ . . . A1 is a _rifle aast_

a_ _ces t_ a uu_ of his falsetto voices

fc_ me.... _i i_ rather si_ and im_etle_t.

A_I h_Dis keep _ettln_ up from the table to make

cc_fe_, _et mail, e.tCo _e hea_ is c_ssive

Our fcrmsA sessicus are _ off at this _int, in a ma_ter_-

fact _a_, an the grcu_ _t _ have too _ da_a_

Xatar _at ds_ an er_z_t devele_s on _Atlca_ assassinatlc_ a_

_u_val if everyone elee _mre ¢lea_ in an atomic war. Dave tips

Freak's ehalr ova_ _s (hreakin_ it) to _mmm_.ra_e an epistemo_

_ics_ l_Oi_t; _, _e_he_ c_ not cerviX, is i_ArlC_S; there is a

pushi_ az_ rcu__t of chs_racte_ fc_ _he i_vi_u_Is l_rfo_ it_-

is evlnee_ _u_ this _-rlc_.

Sa cc_t_ to keep l_r_ to themselves° _ e_cursic_ to

ps_k ch_s _his pa_ern a bi_o XM_ve a_ Fra_k go zmum_ off ahead;

Ni _ A1 sts_ _i_h the staff me_oer; Chet is s_-aggllng _etween; _ Bc_

is _ fs_ behlx_. _is _essic_s.l i_ a reflection c_ the frie_

_hip _la_ions s_ to s_e _e_e of the s_a_s relatlcms a_ the delinquent

leadership of the group° When t_ staff member _ea tha_ all the Ss

have _o _e_ai_ in sight of ce_ a_, _e_k _ecls_es- "_

_t be necessary:" _ is a slight se_eziz_ u_, but little ev_ c_

_e_ressic_, a_ retu_g to the _c_se; Bob sa_s, c_ _ttlng off _he

elevator, "Back safe."



C_et produces a l_r_ _e kaife, ;_th which, s_VS he, he _s

_o se_i_ eve_ycne at the e_ of the ex;_imento _ i_s_d_es throwing

_ob c_,_r the __ to his "fa_s" (_ob has ma_ visitQrs) who _ _itlng_

tO catch him. All Ss exhibit imdecislve behavior in seining into

li_-In_ room, ret_at_ to be_A_, cce_ _ _ llvimg _ fc_ a

moment, retreating _ etc. _ new declslceal technique is noted-

Chef comes into _he roc_ am_ wants to change the _, he asks Bob if _b is

_tchimg the _resemt progrmm, even _hea it is obvicas that _ob is ree_

e_i _s_ no atte_tlo_ to t_e televislc_. _is is en extrsme case of

competition is seen ez_m_ the Ss fc_ the _ttentlc_ of

membarSo _ a_ Xar_ the Ss sts_ in their x_oms more a_° _ _ to

drift _ from, cc_e late to, _ tc_ _i_h the meals--In a fashlca that

refAeets theiw _ relatic_so _ make cce_laints abc_t o_e staff member

to another, but are em_ee_n£_y _hy a_m_t s_ting _ their demsmds

relevant staff mmbar in person; he re_llei: "_ X _ him to hurry u_

_et these movies, he _ th_c_ me eve_ the _a_et." _e_ c_ most

of them_ a_ear e_n_uced that _e_ need intermediaries in _ea_ with

the a_thc_Aties.

_f the qusli_v of _he ccmm_xicatic_ _g Ss is captu_e_ by

the posture of _m_k, _ho often sits side-_ in a chair, wa_chlng

or eatlz_ casting re_s_ks at (to?) "t_ _ers as if he _dn_t ex_t_ or

co_'_ cc_n_ c_, a res_o

Ss ave sti_ irritable and a_o Dave persists im _alklng

on the _ara_t in view of staff members. Gc_ts of diarrhoea aud hear_

burm_ The more sociable Ss are _ith_ into themselves; the less

sociable seem unaffected_ if net thrlv_o _he mere irritable and the Ic_o.



status Ss spe:xl li%_!e er _ time a% table, =_&Ims eating while stsad_

up, sQme%_es _ "_e f_d e_e_e°

_e is _e._e _ _er_._ _-"_g_i_ in _ _÷_ Ss;

*he_ bec_ di__l_d, s__ far_t_ul, da3/-eyed. _he Ss of%en re_

mln_ the slm.ef _1_st %1_e st_tf ea%_ real foc_ a_l the Ss ea_ f_a_mla, t_us

FjmovidinG a _an disti_ctlom "bet_e_ Xasi,:%e end _s_le.

Ss are. espec_J_I/y _umans4_,ahle in ÷/_ early _; i_ecslu_!y

hard to awake_o O_e is de_-.ri_l by a nurse as "most umco_atAve in a

very IXlee_ent W_o _' On the othe_ hasd_ the pr_vailin_ a_titu_e is tha_

here a_e men _o m_st reeds do _a_ %he_ are _id, end who prefer to be

told precisely what t_

Towar_t the end c_ this period _he Ss are spemdlng more time to_et_er

and some of tl_e initial frie-ashlps seem to be reviving.

3m_

Te_th Week
mm_m., ,,

A1 is ea_ to _o ca another outing, "sm_wher_ so ic_ as he can

get out of the Pentaouse for a while. _e others are interesV_i but less

urgent. The _xree c_ four Ss active in planning _is second trip are intent

on enlistin_ _!unlor staff members to get the permission of the princips_

investigators; s_, th_re is a _le_r reluctance to make de_and_ an the

authorities, c_ _o c_sart _it_ the_

Jokes are m_e b._ _d to effect that the Ss no% visible in the

living room hsve "_c_e h,:_o" The Ss scmetlmes react strong_ _ me_a-

tivel_ to food commerclals c_ television; more often, they ,_oke about t_

Yo]low_ a beer-a_d-pizm commercial, Ed casts a b_ay eed_e _mlaster-of-

paris, brought him by friemls) over the parapet in a fury:

. . . A new program e_mes on the TT. A man in a hospital

bed is bei_ fed by a nurse; she then takes a_ay the food.
Se_s E_ wi_, irritation, '%my doesn't she feed him nxxre of

it_ _ doesn't she _Ab his feet?" _en a commercial comes



on; a marry _roup of p_ople h_In_ pizza aml beer to a

frlend_s e_rtment; bubbly beer is being poured. E_ _ets

up sudS, goes toward his room, _rabs the . . . cake in

the he/l_my, runs thzcugh the glass doors behind the TV and,
_:-_r _ p_t, h.,__Isthe cake out_ [into the

d_rknessl}. Then, flushed and deflant-looki_, he strides

thro_ _he living room, into the toilet, where he emarges

a few mluutes later _ith a urine sample.

. _ Le_er, Bob is 51ee_ relating Ed's deed to

is ae A  d. Bob re =ts (he had out
after _R and vi_essed it fi_st-ha_l_ _hat the sake llt oa

top of a car below (where m_ car is parked). In fact, it

had lan_ ca cuncrete between some ears. Bob_ Frank_ end
Dave are intrigued at the de_ Ed did and speculate whether
the car-owDer will get insurance coverage.

I_ se_s th{_t t_ his _ the staff me_s are "cartoons." This

S later fancies that if _e campus pollee come _p (as they _ about to)

to_mrn the Ss a@ainst hanging over the parapet, he would hit one of them

"and he'll pro_ ahoot me."

Dave_ap_ at night atte_tlng to leave the build_, lie

says he Just wa_ted to sea if it could be dune, a_d doesn't _ _ he did

it_

While Chef is talkln@ to a staff mamber about helicopters, Frank

intervenes and says he rill kill Chat with an ashtre_ [: ]; he appears to

be serious, in a _ _7- FA_ank is later rtghleul_d by AI in front of the

others; evidences _f his social inccm_ten_e aze cited and he is called a

child.

[_e investi_tcrs were out of town the rest of this week. ]

A staff member re=alls that Bob has _een dlstertln_ messages and

shows some signs of befu_ilement, e._., repotting that someone had came

to visit him when the person had in fact _ talked to him o_ the phone.

A fair amount of real and fancied _g_ressian toward the stsff was

observed during this peric_l. Role-r_versals were suggested by the Ss, eog.

puttin_ staff members in _all for the rest of their lives an_ feeding them



the formu/a. YmsuI.tiz_ Jokes were mmle _% the fems/_ pers_m_I. JoMes

were _ about esti:_4_o_ or mcL_ of the staff. Staff mmmb_rs were

oeessicmslly _D_%sh_iim a s_i-_o_i_ _, add OD_ %n_s thl_a%e_ by _% wi%;_

a poker. It o_h% #_ be m_%i_:£_ that t_se "_ake8" had aho%tt _m a

elXidespairix_g q1_fd'by; they wel_: aceo_aDi_ by _ affectlve _Ischs_

but little enJoyment_

Mor_ group emtlvlty was observed, prl,_ watching TV to_ethero

Some of the Ss stall spead lm_ s_et_hes of time alone; others are c_ the

t_._phone more then before. Same claim to be £eellng better.

D_vm, _, and Chef e_._e in _um_t antics pzett_ ec_sis-

ten_V. _i, _Ive_ m_re to hi_ persc_zel aggressions, dest_ a

_s be_Ing to _ob, and su_s_Aummt _ destroyed one belon_ to hlmSe_o

_ere is e_Itlcmal _vldemae t_at l_tent hostilities _re now be_ di._et_

a_aAnst fellc_ Ss e_i not Jus_ e_t the sta_ C_et has been threatene_

latelM with being t_rown over the parapet and bein_ blown u_ mkile _ the

Physical s%rem_h _s oae of the Iz_re_leats of status in this _rou_

_u_h that success at isometric e_rclses, acrob_tles, and e_ter tests

is u_d as a way o_ _, or c_ rag_tn_ the poor _erfc_rSo On in_;

this e_mcern with s_h is _ustlfi_i as lm:egz_tlom f_ ems_i_s s_i,

often, as (_ sZ_ Che%) an ate% to keep u_ and _tect one's

_eneral health. The Ss vho excel on this sec_e (_ and Cset) "_d to

fame less we_ in t_e verbal ece_tlticns. _ of the ver_ ak_ Ss

stole a part of the medical equipment add hid it in a cupboemt, thus _-

venting a strength tos_ fz_m bei+_+ givem that ds_.

this period Frank and _i halve v_._a_ cce_lete_ for the

better part of a d_%yo Ed kept m_.in_ from place to place to avoi_l ts/2/_

_-_th amyome. Frank closed the do_ to his room end would mot answer _hen



49

_b is _n he_ln_ e _t of _ _sta_ and _ttl_ thJ_

,__ A! has fc_md it Incx_eslng!y _leult to eat his _leteA-_ _ers_

is s_en less eal less often eat_ his meals at table, on time, or se_t_d_

¥or that metier, nes_ all the Ss eat _i_ az_ :Leave the ta_e _ru_+_u

13

Z3,e'ven'_ W_d:
mmmmmm_,_

the secc_i _Atln_ to t_e park, _e _Islcm as to _ s_-ea of

the park to go to is _ to t_e subject _c_ _ so_ic_c_t_ic tests shc_ to

_e the most __ Dave. However, c_ arriv_ at _he l_, Frank a_

bec_me eritlc_l of D_ve's cholee: e_ the fi_ cholae is _e by the trium-

virate. The order c_ climbing a ne_r_ m_mtaia strl¢_ f_ the status_

of the _, except that the le_iing l_sice.l-cult_e£ist,C_e_j is

a_vance_ _ ranko H_, it is _ z_tlz_, c_Imbs ez_t_mr ri_e of the hi_.l,

_hIXm _he _est _ the e_Itlc_ __s u_s in a cc_tUm_o _ Ss

to _e cars in rc_ the rever_ mxler _hat _ climbed _he mountain_ _elr

_havic_ ou the _tln_ is heavi_, ehi_lls_. A1 is somewhat reluctaat to re-

turn to the Perigee.

r_tu_a to acm_-c_t l_e X)l.r_tar, _ho is upset because c_e of

them had e_vert_ c_ Inadve_t_ chested on the _iet by _g_e_ti_ to

eat eAl his dietar_ wafers. No _ edmitt_i the mistake, _nich ralsed vary

serious questions abc_t the &ata eml the Ss' at_i?A_les tc_ t_ _s of

the experiment.

A1 se_s he _xt_d like to _teh a c_tain _ program _'to

sa_s: "Fermi It:" A1 makes ccm_sing noises to the effect tha_ it

_robably lea% tha_ _ a _ro_em° I_ve, _he most popular S a_ t_Is _imt

in the experiment, _e_e up and turns c_ several _ifferent _Is,

t_ with the ode they had been vatching a_ first.



A notice _as ]x_ted ,_sEL_; the Ss +_o _i_ up if they would be _._13/ng

to participat_ in _ final sesst+cns, o_e of _ich wou34 be to plsy e_io

mental _nmes fo_ mo_j.

X __ D_ve and ]k_ for si_lng u_ o . . they reX1 me that

see the P_ti_e _o_ a _u_etln _ _bi_ they pass several

do_e_ _es a de_, e_d which coarsens notes end the daily
s  dule) ° . .

• o o After 72 hc_rs Cbet end AI had also si_ned, _I_I

_e Ss _ _at t_e_selvss bef_r_ the TV in a pattern that _e_lects

the structure of the _rcup: f_ie_ds e_d hi,h-status Individuals in pawn_ityo

Most of _ h_ _ _ c_ni@atlve of recent days.

Talk turns _ to _ttla_ c_t, how _ da_s reme_a, etc. The

sociable Ss seem to be cheerin_ _,; the _s_ sociable o_es are spri_

symptoms llke _s, llst_m_er, m_ _alse.

Chet was ob_e._ved on the x_c_ howling--at the full mock, he said.

_e previous week he and Fz_k had _ _ei_ a bear a_d a gc_llla and

attacking _he dletici_n. Tnls be_ic_ cont_asts with the c_t_ _f

of the Ss at _h_ _Ax_Ing of' the exl_rime_rb, that t_ey did got feel

they were being _z_ as reel _°

Since ther_ _ n_ res_se to the Director's plea that the S_

him which of them did_ or might have, left the uneaten dietary wafers earlier

in the week, ,.he investigators conducted _ for_zxl inquiry into t_e mtt_Zo

FA_'s reactic_ was _ add _es_tiVeo

_: _ refuse to _a_lei_te in az_in_ of t_Is, uh,

D.S. : W_II, X, uh_ we have _o keep a record of this fo_
9_e._ of cur e_t_aetczs . . .

Frank: We_£, X didn't do i_, y_ know.... X don't want
inv_l_d i_ the persec_i_n a_d __u_uisiti0_
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_ve: _cdy evidently f_gO_o

:-_-:_ I_Less s_nebo_- a_tu_y _i_ it out o£ malice.

_1 t_ whoev_:e +_hat is "_II have to tell y_A....

A1 and Chef z'e_Bz'Mec_,how essily the, begs ot _ers zt_h¢ set _ u_ si_ce

they did _o_ h_ th_ Ss' n_ses _ them. A m_er of e_elopes were p_ovi_e_

fc_ the Ss to submit to the T_irectc_ a sealed statemmnt of their z_e_-

tlcns c_ this _atte_. Bob _ Fre_k were ea_r to _et the enve_8

emd the sessicm. _ _s Intarested in _ ]_o_ much _ata _as a_Teeted

by _his _ellcto B_ :_oisted out tha_ t_e _ers might have ec_e from _ of

the pz_vlous _M_s.

___: Xf _ came _ iz_vlc_s to that 1_es_ sc_cme

t_y dlda't eat their cookies a_1 _ellberate_ put

t_ _s_he_e.... uh, to cA-eate the _isls.

One of the Ss wrote _he X_rectc_ that he thou_h_ he might have doe_e

it, because he was f_e_fu_ anl becau_e n_ne of the other Ss ec_ h_ve.

All ex_A_t 1_ agree to l_A_tieiI_te in final dlscusslc_ sessic_

a_1 a sessica of e_o_ms_tal _s. In the discussion of O. S: v _hlt_.,

_I is isala_1 in a vo_ of _-I sustai_ the cc_ic_io_. Deve_ also a

hi,h-status S, __ chaz_es his vote _o _oin _, thus leaving the vote

Dave takes e_v_r op_t_ to spee_ obscenities i_to the tel_-

_ecc_ero _is anez_hic cal_i_ Is c@_siste_M_ with a long his_ of

mA_r _linq_e_ies in his case. He is s_Xeo f_ of t_e following _e-

em_tic_ _echnique: _ o_rs are ta_ _ he is tA_i_8 to _m_.h the _W_

he turns the _achine up to an es_*s_itti_ level. Tae ethers

protest, and he acts very _eat_



52

_I ar_ Bob 1_tsh a larS_ knife a=d decla_ that them are go!n_

@3 ba_qu_ the s_ff m_nbers pre_nt (a harbequ_ is l_g lu_].d e!_h_ _

the _; and the _s are _:_olaahle)o

During the _ set of ex_r_en_, gmnes, _ Ss J_e that

will Jus_ fake _he investi@a_'s momey fr_n him by f_ snl throw him over

the parapet. _s t._ eolzslstent with peri_41e, unccnvlnaln_ claims that

are _ In_ere_ted in mcaey, i.e., are not ¢om_It_ _o o_e another

to subs_aatlve ac_ivitles. _hey throw the mm_y o_ the flo_ after the _s_

end profess to be Izdi_Terent as to recelvlng the exact amount _ _h_

Decisi_n-ma_ _ the _ _eams is _mlnated by the hi_her e_s Sso

_y wsy of expls_ _ _ avoid c_etlti_n in cu_e_itive _ames_

_7s, _mw_at slx_.o_ical_, '_® are pals; an,", you are _e a_ t_e O_rso"

Most of the Ss ere recu_Tin_ to their _i_al projects an_ luterestSo

Bob has cc_s_ted a deec_ati_n _bove the fireplace: a _ of pe_r

_olls_ all ferules, &mcln_ wi_ o_e a_o_mro Frank ana _ are asking, not

_t_t disdain, _ha_ i_, _ring o_ "in the c_at_Ide W_o"

a new t_Ao (_a_, _, aad AI) has e_ar_ _n card pl_ the

fourth (Frmak) of the ee_-li._n" foux-s_e bein_ _xt of the picture munh of the

time. _hls _ppea_s to be par_ of a rehabllitatiun or elevatlcn _ AX_ the

leas_ popular S In the foursome: cc_cua_ent_7 his standing in socicme_rlc

tests has im_rOV_o

Three of the Ss have required psy_hotherapeutic attenti_ of a

_rtive variety. One of these was in need in order to face his return

to his life cn the CutsJ_le.

_he hea_hier S_ have re_ speculati_8 abo_t what _he_ _.rXll fO

_nd whare they will _ _n they _et out. Oae has r_p_t_d dre,_mlng _bcut

food-°t_e o_ such report we received.
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f(x_rsa_ (%]eve_ AI_ E_, e_t _) resumed cs_L-plsylu_ at the..

_nl of this period+ _h_r oceasi_all_r Joined in singing old-fashioned _or_s

_/ke a bar, shop _uartet, Dsve _ joining _n a_ A1 al_s le_

The s_-_, A1 s is both the initiator of most of the in-Beta chatter

and the butt of Jokes end snide comnents. Dsve, the (so_to_et_.o'_Ll_) _s_

pupul_ of the four, is _ silent and is eAmos_ n_r the butt of

such c_ments°

25

_3n_e, and sam.%%ums four, of the Ss ere seen pl_ es.-ds olden

and Jok_ _vith the sta_'f. The two isols_es, Chef e_d Bob, ere also f_lend_

liar vlth tt_ staff. 0Be of the high-status Ss 0 _1, is the object o_ s_e

nm.der_s fantastes_ _a_wt_kd ,in his IEesesm 5_ Dave sad At. _e next

he is o'ose_-_,'ed :_oa' the first tim eating hreakfastj seated, with the

_ers. It is notable "that s_ a familiar technique of "Ic_eriag" a peer

is mployed _ a_ the very e_d of the e_rlmnt.

_m Ss have _e-_lex_d themselves--i.e., their populs_It_ s_d asser-

tiveness have _Itered--ba tl_ dlrec_t_ of conventio_ cc_etenctes: the

heretofore popul_ Ss who e_pt Polly to _renti(mal e_h_ity have beco_ne

less populsr end vocal, end vice versa. _his is pertl_ due to certain

revelations, _btch ve deem too sensitive an_ too re_to fro_ our cc_p_tenc_

to discuss here. (Zt is ne_essaw at this point to reiterate cur resolve

to pass over _nH_tu very i_nt sectors of the _ llfe: F_x_._n_ that

ho_osexuallt_, in some c_ its fo_as, is necessary and universal in _ _e_°

i_tl_ c_e-sex soclet_, _e nonetheless _eelded to leave thi_ az_a of

inv_sti_tic_ to _ut_re Investi_tors vi_h special tralnin_. _e same de-

clsion vas n_ about the i__t area of soclo-oult_ factors,
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e'_l_i_lly _alient __th _;sas in _:ntJ_o_se II from deviant subcul_3, _

_ur example reli_iou_ _l_,£er_es_ physi_ and spirltu_l rituals, dre_s_

w_ of stim_ts a_ del_essants_ llfe-_Is, etc. )

•ob and abet are observed .a_In_ d_Inner a_, the othe_ s_ing

the table only afte_ tt_qr are i'ini_'_ed eatiz_. _b_ o_hers se_t _L_elveG

and c_.rse in a _s_ _1,_t reflect3 their st_ in _ _ro_p as measured

Izj soci_t_lc tests_ _._ dlaz_:, the Ss clrcum_etly di_cuzs various

ki_s of del_ _hi,_ involve the _ole _, save _; that c_e

vol,mtecrs s_a_thin_ s_o_t hlmsel_ that _sts he has been _ellnqu_nt ell

Ss s_e no_ _ subdu_i. Two discuss violent dream they _ t_

n_ht bsf_. There is a _ a_ount _ _oshln_ that the _wly ascent

S, A_ _hinks he's p_ hot, but is _. PA_, _kl, _ D_ve, __

e_rds w_th him, _u_p u_ him in a mc_k _Te_ m_o.h, ostensibly s_

because _e had _ '_o see us Interact."

Ea ss_s _ if the D"-_ l_ho_e trey is not pex_Itted _-,o
have _l_it_es, they wlll hecom_ a_ssiv_ _ t_ it cu_,

the _taff, 1_ause "I_o_ _Id rather do that _ _l-

mi_ th_ are anxlcus."

Bob insists _h_t _ state in ou_ r_ t_at h_ '_e_" the others

f_cm the be61nnln_ c:? the e_q_ri_ent be_ he had york to do. (I:_l_,,)

• . . :[resark that _ su_!v_i as big as it_e . . .

He se_-s that is tl_ ve¥ I woul_ iz_t and misc_a_

wa_ _ e _c_ of five. He _Ehaslzes _h_t the hesd m_se

has hsd an __ e/Tec_ c_ the sr_u_ azd _ cu_ht

to he s_re of it. I say, _a_ a_e . . .

All this _ _a_ of e_la_ his __-vAty.

Ss a_e i:_ _od _pirits as they ea_ a huge breakfast, includ_

steaks, pzepa_at_ _ leavi_ the Pe_thou_e.
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says that the.P_nt_ is a vez_j "safe*' _l_ce _u_

hates I;o leave it.

The order o_ le_!z_ also reflects the stat_s rela_i_ _hat obt_

wlth_n the _°



_IXX

Because our psy_h _ologieal _asul+_mt _Mrtin Stow _ms ;_esa_t _

t_e Penthouse XXX _eri _meat_ no log _s kept of it by the authors. _e

_rr_ive which we _¢ pre_nt is, therefore, brief sad hesviXy dc__nde_t

om the occasi_s_l noteE_ of _. Stow. Furthermore, the st_ets_f of

_%,ho_se _I i_volved a deliberate choice by us +_o sacrifice q_litati%_

foe" qusati_ti_ d_m: hemce_ Mr, Si_w's %i_ _.s l-_r_mly _ent d.o:[.I_

z_lative_y pre_Ise so_i,_ta_.c _ports at z_ sele_t._ i_z_'a!s

(as to which, see his _::_oumt in Cha_ter %_).

Ou_ ex_a_leaces vit_ the hi_ a_a_chic sai "sati-le_" Ss of

Pear, come XX le_ us %0 _m_r how the _ tee/mi_ues and tasks wo_%_

fare at the hands of what aI_eaze_ to us to be a _ normal sam_le. The

Director's plans far Pamt_se X;_ i_lu_l_i hav!ug twice as _ (ioe_ 12)

ss _ the sa=e s_ce f_ halZ the time (_3 _a_-s) du_.._._g Ju_ aa_ #u_v, i965_.

From a soelo-le_ startler, this meant an og_umlty %0 observe better

the effects of c_mfi_mmmt _ _, th_h f_ a sh_e_ ter_ M0eeov_r,

the Ss in Pen%ho_e _ were mot pe.-_i%te_ visitors and ue_e limite_ in

thei_ telel_o_e com_acts with the o_tsi_e (%_ were permltte_ _!evisiom,

radio, recks, an_ resting materials)_

Another innovation (which _rov_ to have little or no behavioral

si_Ifica_e) _s the cLivislo_ of the Ss _ t_m _s Of six, the o_e

be _tvea a f_ diet like l_..nthc_seX am_ IX, the other to be giv_a

the _ diet (a voried diet of paek_, _ate_, bite-size_ it_ms)_

The staff f_ B_ntho_se XXX was mostly the same, t.hechief exceptio_ being
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the p_w_.ace of Mr. _ as an ___9_rlmental S. As befare_ a poii_ of

fu/i-'disclo_L_e _m_ purm_d, so %_t the Ss kmc_1 Mr. Sto_'s purposes fr_

v_-'_*_ _a_,-_.ug _ _e data.tis of h!s_ o_" our, techniques).

(k_ aim in selectiag Ss far Pcnth_se X/X was to fix_ 12 Ss _%o ___e;

if possi Ib!e, _x_is_ opposites of the ra-_icals six; a_d at the same time to Cet

e mixture of _lemoe-c_i_nted s_d ta,_Iti_-a_lemtad ty_es, with e _sy_o-

loglea/_) b_lerllne ca_ c_ t_o Zc_ realism _nd as ccm%rols. In this

_ _re very e_ccess_ul, c_i_ to _he f_ct t&at the e_er_z_n_ _

fo:: _ _um__r mm, tas (_._u._) _ _ v_teers were _vaila_le in

the Uaiv_si_ milieu. Our se3_ti_ _ms, to be sure, llmlte_ by the ex-

perimenters' r__ts of physiological heeAth a_l an a_e spread.

Of the X2 Ss, six had bed military e_eri_e; cme was a_t to

_ter _ a career as a su_ officer; one was a _atlve of Hu_,

a _eS_o-Amerlcen, and one e Chln_se-Ame_i_sn; one was trained in

_hyslcs; seven _ere in %he soelal and psychological s_lences (tvo of _a_

p_ to go tO m_Lical s_hoO_)_ f_ _ SSA_.nts in li_-humanls_ie

flexes; and cme was a p_x_esslcnal bc_s_. _ei_ _a were 20 %o 39. _e_r

sc_-e _ the Mim_so%a N_ItIx_aslc Pe_sc_ Xnven%cn-y was

quite n, xrm_ fc_ college males.

At the e_ _ _he third _ c_ Pe_t_ou_e Y_X the Ss were permitted

by e_rime_ers _ take a thlrty-mlnu_e _Ik to_e_her out c_ doors. This

_clsic_--to which we _ not _¢ivy--_Ite_ed the cc_flnement-c_

variable so t_a% there %_mme two perlc_s, cme of _ weeks am_ cram _f

sli_h%_ moze t_m three _eks. In _, the Peataouse rA_ Ss

so "._IX _Ju_ted to o_e a_ot._e,r that, despite the doubling c¢ t_

population, we 01_s_'ved little of the la%em% end p_t_nt hostility, distress,

a_ aatl-law behaviccs of Penthou_ IX. We became accustomed %o referrin_



to the twe!v_ _s "_y Scouts" and _ ccmtirm_/ly amazed at their e_m_

_rative_.V ,__h_fu/ ami _s%ructive __o H_ m_ch of this to

%_ ,_A-_. .,_;_. v _ _.v_,:._,_..._._ A""_J_"_'a'*'w"_I:J_J ' ,_0 _w A_w,_ _.t

the healthy, vaeatio_s_ @isl_slticms _ the Ss, h_ m_ to the ccnse_

_t improvement in s%mff msrale, how m_ to the sho_ _u_ati_m of the

e_iment_ e_d fi_ h_w _ to o_r criteria of se_eti_e do not

know. It also _esex-._s mmmtimm that the ms_if_st cr_i_ es_ie_r

_arAz_ c_ a _ (__1_ 10 x 12 feet) _ fc_ _._ _,

h_ve im_o:_i _m the Ss mare awzremess that they _e_l_ have to X_cat_ nom_

4Lisru_tive m_s to ex_ss a_ irritabl/it_o As _ _ote (see, e._.,

Chapter VXXX far the psy_hc_etrle da_), _ was a e_asi_e_e i_ease

in s_a_im_ use of t__, _ata_ia_ _, frivolity, verbal ag@rmssi_

a_esm_, Isolati_m, and other "eo_oculag" "_ric_s.

_me _ op_Um_ almmer z_ _._ XIX (ame l_th) _z_t _oo_,

exme_t f_ m_ sti_ _st t_e S_ _nem it was announced that part

af the _m_k _ _e a f_atus ex_erimsmt in ",_ _aah S _mA1_ sl_

several hours vlth e tube in his lswer latasti_e (see _ f_ the

effects). The Ss 811 _ the _mmrml im_ssl_m of bei_ we/l s_elalizs_

a_ zz_tAt:_o One of them, M_mever_ _ to _ _.rsmma_ arisis, deeide_

he ha_ to Imave the very _ day; and he was re_1_e_ at c_ee by e_

alteraate.

C_r s_i_-_S_ imvesti_tlm_s _ ts_ very seri_a1_V from the

start. Mmah of our success hare was probably due to ou_r _m_tlclpati_ in

selecting Ss 8_ (._. Penthcu_e XZ) _he definite permeptlo_ by the Ss that

_ a legitimate, _ermammat, aa_ _m_-__ part _f the tet_l ex-

_erimamt° _ teehmi_u_ e_ %,_s to Lmces_mt a _m_ ease f_ _emisi_m

de _ (fOr this data, see Chaptar V); qt_s_i_s on points _ fact _ou/A
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be _n _t_r*_.Insd_riefly by the _r_esti_ator, _o then left tho r_ _is

t_quephit u_ intuitlve_ by us, removed the investigator as _ t_u._t

o_ frivolity _ hostility or quib_ii_ and _eci_io_-avoideuce, and foi_

t_ Ss either to cmL_t cQe another in the essi_wKl role8 (usury:

_!_Inti_f, defendant, au_ Ju_l_) or rebel a_s.last the scenario at an_e.

_he tape-recc_s indicated _ levity end, in the ease of c_B 8, a

drama_Iza_iQn of the _ so des_ seTi_s as to be a mocksx-j; but c_:erall

the Ss dif _nat _as expected of them.

T0vazd the end cf the P_nthouse IXI e_Amaut we dis_ovared _

kite of deviance developln_ in our sessions. One vas a tend_acy to step

outside the aesi_Ded role, particula_7 at the end of a discussion, to

neglect to i__ntif_ _'s _ to the typist, to make raucous ra_arks in

p_rtln_, end to "l_ee track" of _hlch side uf the case c_e halo One of us

h_d to take the part of a S _ho vas unavailable _ne day because of msdical

rc_Ines; sad _e testify that this task cf ma_teri_ arguments f_r c_e

par_y in a case cn short notice is _.

On the first _u_ davy of the experimsnt O_is asksd Mertin {i.eo,

M_° S_) _ sc_ne his a_e _s participatln_ as a S. Martin ex_

his In_essic_al interest in _he so_isl-ps_holo_y of small _r_So He _a_

qulzzlc_/_ a_cused by another sub_t, the same day, _f being a "spy".

The curiosit_ about his w_rk was heightened _n he be_ to _ our pre-

arr_ _iom_trle rep, s. _e explain:

. . . that he was check_ oc_aslcnally to see _hat the

6r_ vas doln_ at a particu_s_ tlms . . . Cm_te cc_-

tinusd to be mede from time to time . . . and some,

pa_Icularly a_ Otis said that they wanted to

_o into hiding to _ive _ko S_ e hard time. This was all
in a humorous vein.

[X_dsnted passages are frun Hr. Stc_'s un-t_-spo_ notes° ]
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eSame

._t an af'te.rno_ recca'ding tfme a -amk later he

. o . noticed a sc_Ity of Ss end was susplelous that,

an _ut_ {Hat aad _) aria Ike an_ Dan _re visible, the
pla_d hide aria seek for a_mt fifteen _s.

Oreduall_ all but Sma veze found and whan Mr. Stow returasd
to his desk end admitted defeat, Sam s_pld out of Mr.

St_'s _lose%. . . •

ea i,fcrmal _, i_Atiated epoetaaeo_ as they wre vatahin8 tell-

vision in the _. The Directar had Intlma_ed to scms of %hem that it

_d be possible to have e_MAtl_ phMsi_a_ ea_x_lses if the group

uaantmo_s_v a_eed to pert_c_te in then,. _e Smmt_ group had beea dis-

cussing this prospect e_ dJmner, sad _ dl_ou_sion spread to the lq:n_al_a

_Q After deba_ the _tter a_ manm_ of the e_mrelses,

. . . Sea ealled for a vote a_d all _ to participate

exnept _s_. Sere immdiate_v stated that this settled the
msttez as _e man had the povez o_ veto. lke said, '_ow

_eAt a mlma_e," end it _s ob_loem that the matter _as not
e/ose_. Xke . . . ._eet[_d] taa_ me_ eeu_C _tlclpe_e _a

m_r v_r _he_ dutz_d • • • _ t_t l_e_ ahou/_r not de_
eamrelse to the others . . . _ vas seme f__lin_ o_
n_-Yerb_lL hostJAlty f_em the _ toward l_. _
adsmsat ab_t the cmt_ er_memt so M_. Stow sue_sted
to him that it was _ impossible %0 eom+._% ab_

the de_ree of aettvit_ • • . _a_ them a_ed and the
disbend_d for bed.

next da_r _e observed the _-o_ in an e:_e_tse period end vo_3a, estt_at_

that the aammt oZ e_zct_ _ perZ_d was highly di_crepeat,

zan_ _ about 1-10 manures.

Durln_ the seccod _ there arose a dispute between those vho

_anted to hea_ cAaaslcal music and those _ho _anted to hear I_ music.

(Parenthetl_, we _Ight ma_ticn th_ l_tho_se _XX was fs_ noisl_

then Penthouse XZ; d_ t_e w_kln_ da_ there was almost al_s _Aslo

c_ _ p_ at a lo_d volume, l_tlc_, this noise level dlsc_

r_ convers_tlon, i_din_ civil r_u_s_s s_d dens by the stY,
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m!catio_s. ) The pops clr_Ye_ le_ _ Lee, _ose hi-fi vas placed in the

living room f_ cc_maa use, I_ _ advamta_ that Zee cc_ _e_t _

uz_ of _e _et _t _m_st azQjtim_ s_ it _s '_is m_ime." I_ t_._

first se-_ _a_s t_ere w_s lit_le foz_ _i_:ussioa of -_na_ _orts of

o . . the _sical group, in this case Ken, Pat, _is,

and Mr. St_w, _ li_t_ to _ r_car_ _hi!e lee, Ns.l_

a_ Ike _ere sltti_ at the t_hl_ ahat_i_ _ee __

that at _ae end c_ the _mcc_ he was _In_ to _ _me c_
his ewa. _ was a visible s_Ir _f dissent but nothing

_as said. At t_e finish of _he r_c_ lee _ _

the _ec_ and P_t _ u_ to say that t_ey h_A mot heard
beth sides. X_e stated that the cXassical _

r_cz_s than the _ _ sm_ Im_lled that since
the set was his he Mad the _gatlve. After a few

_s Lee said that he c_ remove the set and Pat
to_ him to do so if he wished. Xme put on t_e
retard; the elaasl¢i_ts departed the rec_ When tl_ record
was finished Xme tura_l off t_e set and _, Pat, a_ Otis

_ put _ _Ive_sity set Imto opera_i_.

_as Xke _o said s_meth_ to t_e effect--'_t'e _ l_r_e

sm_ s_mmmts between us."

. , . _ _ Z_ [_.e., f_ da_s later], X_e put a

n_Clee on the HAo_I . • • that _a, vocal, and folk mmsic
ah_la ac_ be _ (Ima_ s_eclr_c _c_ras such as

the XamaIAShte_s, etc. ), _ iast_umauta_ mu_i_. _Is was

c_mted u_cm by varloms me_ers of the S_u_. Xa the
. . . Ime _m_idmd to withdraw the Hi-Fi from the

IAvlag room because he had deelded to _ it.. o .

At the e_ _i" _he _ _ the _resd_ broke down e_d mine of

the experimenters dacided that the Ss _o did mot h_ve ar_ter sch_ul_

cou/_ take an e_ _ _ cs_us f_r half an hour. _he Ss were

excited_hls_ro_ct. Smn__kn_atdoc_they_oul__

by so he c_ meet his gi_l friemd t_° After he had teleph_ the

glrl frimmd, the he_ nurse 1_ af the plato and s_ated that _lates x,v_ld
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he_1 in _na thrcu_cut, mOst3_ s_za%wl f_cm the o_e_s., o
_heme w_s _o Imme_a_e oz"evident rea_.'_.o_%0 Sem's is_m_lent

ac%lon by o_r _s af the _m_p.

Di_ Zc_ t_ s_c_rl_ c_ a movie.

o . . %he_ _as mo _ mee_ as to _at movie a_

shcm_--It vas select_ _/Lee. T_e m_vle met with e

pceltlvm zes_ from t_e _.

X_%e la %he da_ Sam t_ M_. S_ _h_t %he _Mm_ial _c_
had h_ a ea_us d_Img _ a_ decided to ask fur the

m_e_ _ %o selee_ f_ movies [in advs_e of I%]. . . .

ca_ _m were selecte_, but all _e m_Aes proposed _ the

eemm%m zecelve_ at least six votes . . . Xke was _te _et
[_ his _t_cn _ _ _ six _,c_.es]a_ be

the _ _s to ascertaln _ t_ey hsa ,_me_ on

thei_ a@zmmmen_ ea_ cce_ th_% he _ not ente,- In+._

m,sh an _t a_.. _e ceum, s had %_Aed to ccm-
vlmce _Me _ Mis selectlcm _ n_t %he type of picture o o o

the _ _ _ go for b_ X_e was s_maaat.

foz_al meetlnS to _-_i_e an %he _tu_e sclecti_a cf _ +_c_x,.e_o
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__, e'_n tho_ it over_ps _£th a progr_n the

it _s decided that a neotinG voLOA be the best reco_e_e.
P_ vas fc_ structured rules which vc_d_ al!ov sel_tl_n of

the pro_re_ for the ds_ etfl_r e d_ or a _ek in edvem_eo

0t_s was oppose_.

Eleven Ss m_t (S_m _ on the _a_h_Lll _ _d _w_n his prom_ to S_).

X_e _ _ a few mtnutes_ _ivin_ his pr_ to _k_. _ z_lon of pre-

_uli_ TV _ _s voted down after _ ba_ef debate.

• o . (_e basic c_¢.-own_ =_cereea _th _iSht o¢ the
mnorCt_ to _i_e s_e contr., over the _Jority). Afar

_iscusslon.. , t¢ vas dec_d the _a_c_lt_ _uld
eAI_ the _laca-£_ a "spec_a_ p_" prcv_Un_ the _or_ty
felt that it was _ t_xctau_,; to the nd_ority anf not
Just a "re_ _uled l_O_r_a" Pat eoq;_ssed the fear
that people would _o_e in, vote cm a _ Just to _han_
it, _ _ leave. _ _rOt_ _ O_t _ _ h_l

no Insteaces of this e_d that the majority _ce2d be
fe_.. o

_m_a_: _s is a ecnfllct be_ea the usual "sulfur"

ma_ sm_ mlnorlt_Nrespe_tiv_ F_n, _ed, Pat, S_T, O_is,

sn_ to a lesse_ exteat Ss_, @abe_ e_d _aek, as epposed to

SaX, Xke, aad X_e. _ u_ _es not _rtSelpate a_tlve_v.

• .. _at sp_At _ the __, ao_ to __ m_r_t_

Co seek _rea_er stracture.... [Lee sad _aa]
close to _,sical ag_.essi_ _ _ majority had _z_l em

a program.., a_d _ v_r_, castigated b_ X_eo lm-

e_s _ asked Xee to move his shelf beck so
fellows cm the _ ec_ see _ette_. Lee sa_ he

won't move en_ _ave Stun "the finial." Sam said if _e

d_d it a_ he _ break it for bi_ Ike meda a pe_

rem_ _ X_e re_ in his see_ for half _ p_,

then _e_.

_ted b_ the Dareetor in the _rlef_ sessioa as rules at the house°

I. _he Ss _ proscribed _ 8o_ c_ t_e parepet or on the

. . . Wl_ _ first _m_ak the Ss were slttin_ on the

pe_epet a_ had be_n to lle on it to watch the scene



be _ f_ their tasks.

6. _ _s _ ¢o _e Map_ o_ea _ 9:00 ao_ a_ 9:00 po_

_Ith, e_c_ that c_ce, ca a _ ai_t _he oecu_eats c_ _ 3 to_

X_ _ _ 2:00 c_- 2:30 a.a.

8. XAg_t_s _:,e _ to be _f. _ 11:_0.

. o . Oc_ia_se in I_ 1 _ S. X_te c_versa_i_n in

_:SO:
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_e te__s _mre not to be use4 by Ss until after 7:00 p._,

studthem _ (me extmmsiem %_s to be u_ (t_e _r k_t _ f_

Vislt_rs _ not permitted in Pemthouse _vI:

_ 'IN vas no_ t.o l_e cm 4_tu_ t_ _ _.

, o . A ve_ s_t _aiah _ not c_ea_ u_erst_z_
sti_Imte_ Do _ _e_e_e 7:00 p.m. _ begins re_A1_V at
approxi_te_ 5:00 p.m. a_t stays c_ mstil ll:O0 pore.

himself ema the _ sim_e the imit_A _la_. _ee asked a_At t_e

_u_r _ _f _i_es. A few _s in the ms_ical r_u_i_es were

_a_ee _ t_e __.

X_e as_a_ if _ a_e _im_ to hs_e am_t_er fle_A_ ex=

_erlment; _ro MM _ yes° _se them stated it _a_ mot

of the cc_ra_t am_ __ for a few mimutes _ teeh-
nlcalitles.. • . no ome else s_o_ _ the su_eCto _

e_ _ the _r_ did not meterla_Ize, the alsau_si_
turned to _har subjects. Xke _s __ that a beau @i_mer

[fOr t_e _tIA_ _t] _s G_i_ to be substituted f_



the _ steak &Imm_r; severel commm_ted that t1_y aidm_t

p_'_Mm_a_7 cede few the flatus _pe_im_t_ . . . the c_-
vmrsa1_cn _ u_ . • . vith t_e __t of Xuz_h°

At _he Fmmmla table Lee sm_ _ c_t_ to aiscuss

their g_Ae_am_es, lee felt the contrs_t urns bein_ violated

s=i Me _ms alstu_1_ at the !ack of su_ _i_n his ar_

mants. Rs_ wan_ soma ty_ _ _oup resi,_tance.. • E_
felt that t_ vAt_al of _ _ befure the er_t_r

m_t be _Tslc_l_ _sa_m_ns area ths_ aa _ _ _--f
an _ o_ the _R'ead.miX@was z_ in the cc_tract, All e_f..c_

t_ _IAscuss the _ side c_ _ to increase_ asxletOr

RS_ az_t ag_z_sslen _ lee. _ the meal _ras i'_Lr_m_ t_
vi_ to Y_e's l_room to dlse_s the matte_.., o

8_,lv _xt @ay a p_it_ _as heln_ clr_t_ 1_y Yee. _ petitic_ its_ _

ocm_ of the flatms e_im_, I_ m_mh _f th_ su_ f_ it cam_

p_titi_.

_. S_ _ to si_n (_ this tin all but

_, a_a K_m haa si_mea) Me _as _ if he _

state his opimi_ in • iette_ to th_ staff; this he saia he

•mula _o _At _te_ • • . a m_etln8 with the ste_f o . o

T_e m,etl._ _as _:

. . . D_ _he peti_ metlz_ it haa been obvio_ that
the _asie _lalmt . . . _as _Is_atlafacti_ _Ith the flatua

e_n_Am_nt _ that, as _ _, _ problem _ _
of the lank of c_mmualcati_ _Ith the staff s_i the _eeliag

of ae-lm_Iv_ti_. • . .

_ne _atus e_t was then def_ by the me_Ica_ staff, _fno sulxlu_
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Dunch was ser_v_., o _nd t_e _ retained _n_ di_

cussed indivlduaX l_oblems . . . T_e at_ere t_ quit_

_osltive an_ lacked an_ anxi+ty.

cc_me_ted that Lee had isc_ hlm_If f_ _the

by his beh_r_Ac_.

At _he ead of _he fifth _ek, _a attempted _ socic_le_al _iscussi_

wltb all t_Ave Ss. (Up to this time the Ss ha_ beea dlvldm_ into _u_s

chs_rin, the _ recorder was not i_ti_i_g properly and _+ di_

not _t a faithful record. However, the _ebate c_ Be_Ina v. D_, a_d

8te_s, a ease _ &Istress m05 ommaibaXism _a tlm hi_ seas, was &is+

cussed b_ the t_Ave esrnest_ an_ in _x_ o_er. Lee was desi_e_

_d@e becau_e we _xted to _ut_ze his i_ent teDd_ncies an_ to see

After t_e first formal r_ of c_s it becs_e

that the ma_i_ favared _uIAt, vlth s_me lenlenc_
4_e to t_e [extenuating] sltuatlcn. A mlac_lt_ ascribed

to the e_ua% res_xms_b_ty _f a third _ [nat _11,_,
llahla], _x_s, _e, rejected the m_r_e_, acquiesced _o

the casnlbeAi_... However, this minority s_reed wi_h

the ms_c_At_ c_rala_ _lt. Auo_er _nori_ he.eyed
in t_a Inaocen_e of [all] the defendants . o . on the basis

of area  asaa t .

• . . Those _ su_ Innocence were _aek, Sam,

Otis, _s_, and, in his flns£ consents, Xee. _ these
Otis _ _ c_nt_me_ to _ their position after the
first stat_ . . .

Xn _heir final statements aXl of the d_vi_uts voted

fo_ _ai_t, but with lesse_ p_mish_mt . . . In effect

the_ had ehan_ from innocence to _t of the defend_uts

but +_e_ their s__s to eubst_tlate c_.
_e _uf_ment of [Xee] i_d/ca_i that _ile he helleved in

the _ of'the defendants, _ groin.s of self-de_m_e,

he wou1_ follow t_ _vlce of the ma_orlt_ [I'11 8o alo_



bec_ the vote i8 so ove=_l_.u_."] . . . _%m _oe
t_e years la Jail, _ith time off for _ behavior.

._he _avesti_s opinlcms _z_ also _m_t_ a_i the Ss _ to

_plete_ abs_rted in the da_Islo_

A_ _Is time, _he immsti_ato_ int-_md_ thos_ st_i_Z m_=ber_

_=6) %_0 X__ _ ei_t-hour _s -_-i%htha Ss d_rrlz_thei_

h_rs. _ _ _ as_ to charactarlze _ _ t_a Ss, to

comment _n X_ wAthln the _m_u_, sm_ to r_ sam out-o:-the-_

in_i_eats _ the pz_vlous five _Es. (_e interviews war_ he_ zt

this %im_, iz_i_, because _ suppo-_l tlmt t_ fouz_h anl fifth

_Ms wcul_ l_ve been the m_s_ _t_ess_al f_ Ss _ etaff alike. )

_e 4Lietltlama e_ of minor _%ioms of the dietary

. . . My beokwas _ mmM fX_m th_ slam sad I hea_
__waXMina_t_rat_ets_wate_om.. • Xsald
to him, "What ere yo_ dola_ _Ith the ta_ waterZ To_'r_
su_ to be uslm8 disti_ _tsr to rinse out your
cu_ a_ them drink the _ashla_s." I_ said: "I'm nat _oin_
to _ it; I'm ,dasi:,_it end tl_ it a_%7. I _sa't
vent _ to col tmok a_l tell m_ to cXeen mY plate aSsAm."
And X c_ula ha_ te/J.ew it . . • X _ him '_hat's the
Imml_se of the _bele e_ if _ou.'z_ throwing it mm_
Wa_ _ X sts_ _ _i_blz_ Itf' . • . His _ _s
us_ m_ss_; he spills _ his %re_ ° . .

_a_r S _ his e_ee _ to the c_u=h twice (all "Z_xl" _ms to be

consumed at tam table), and the _ tim

. . o he ms_ to_ ba_.Eso Ih_l to tame the cud sw_
i_ him, pl_ it _ tl_ table end X said, '%Pnen_x1'z_
_, _ c_ benk to the table a_ finish it . • °"
a_ ab_ half an hour later he _nt bs_ _ finished ito
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to r_s_

"C_, Go_, this is _ "'stud all, but hm alvsys cle___G
his _ass out well . . .

act oddly with '_e staff:

He delegates _u_ies to everyone that cc_s in that door.

. . . he's a ahatterbax . . . vou_i love to start a ccaver-

satlon at _ time...

In the latin aft_ or early evening o_e of the staff had ob_ a

frlem_hly pig-Yov-fight be_en t_ or four of _ Ss _obably _, Pat,

Hal, a_ Ned), _ S was suited of mr_atlmg an incident @eliberatc!y_

• . . he had soap _ his _tula. He got up from the table

and _ emd ran to the _atar tmuk . . o I've cm_t |him_
a co_Ye of times cc_lalni_ of soap on his a_a_la when
X've washed the spatulas in _a _mm_nia mixture . . .

It is of iatmres_ that _is immi_t c_mcer_ one of the most rm_ect_d

stud mature SSo Another dominant S refused to g_ om the treadmill "for

quite a _hL_e" after it bed broken dc_:

On the final &_r of the e_eriment, the Ss be_sm_ mor_ active and

_re in hi_her spirits,

• . . Y_vldually motivated activi_y is _ frsntlc (the
sch_ule has also increasea in tempo . . .). Far the last

two _i_hts there ha_ been pie-fights, rubb_r_ba_d fights:
and _auaral "_c_slmg arm_xl" _ a _a_ e_n_ _ uSU_o

. . . Ss a_e mare l_mlsslve _Im_ invasion of psychic

space--a_ssive behavior has beez_ interpreted h_Amoro_sly am_
ar_ts are _ss hostile.

Th_ Ss reported that the follo_ _tters hs_ irrltat_i them duress "the

¢_xse of Penthcas_ IXI: the flatu_ test ("de_n_ humi_Xatln_,





CHAPTER IV

DECISION ARD P_BSUASI_: P_/_IO_SE IX

_xlerm institutions have developed out of the most elementary forms

of social behavior. Today we find the two existing together. It is un-

fortunate that we have lost sight of the parallels between the town meeting,

the folk-movement, the Fe/nngericht, the acting primary group, the family

council, the partnership, and the deciding individual. The parallel is apt

to be res_rded as metaphoric, or as a peculiar line of perspective, whereas

it is a mathematical progression.

The medieval village was, for most purposes, a closed society, for

which traffic with other societies and with "foreign" rulers were both

rare and proscribed. In this particular, the village is comparable to what

has come latterly to be an unusual social arrangement: the c_ufined mlcrc_

society--the submarine crew, the astronautic team, the wintering-over group

in Antarctica° We raise and avoid the question of how significantly different

the modern primary group and other microsocieties are from their primordial

co_mterparts.

Assaults on one's di_aity, identity, a_I self-defimltion are probably

more alarming in the microsociety because there it is harder to isolate or

minimize the assault, and because the subject is perforce more _ependent on

relations with the tort-feasor for everyday gratifications and lateral

support of status and reputation° _By the same token, it is riskier to

tread on another's psychic space, and it is more to the advantage of all

parties to understand clearly what is common property and what is a private

plot o)
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Our leading interest in Penthouse II was that six mature men _:ere

restricted to a surface area of 2600 square feet and that they had to decide

de novo how to allocate the space among themselves. By "space" we refer

to i) physical space; 2) physical objects (rocm_, chairs, medical equipment,

books, etc. ) within that area; 3) the presence within, and appropriatAon of,

the space of and by certain personalities; 4) dispossessio_ by virtue of

noise; 5) dispossession by virtue of odors; 5) ousting for special purposes

and routines; 7) division of space by time (e.g., the changing character of

a bedroom by day and by night); and suchlike. In other words, the central

factor from our standpoint is the meaning of space-use to the participants.

The core of these meanings, we _ostulate, is the preservation of inviolate

psychic space--interests felt by the individual to be so closely bound to

his well-being, survival, and se/f-maintenance that he will not tolerate

their manipulation, infringement_ or de-privation. _'e postulate further

that people differ vastly in their definitions of minimal psychic space°

The concept of psychic space is impol-_ant to decision-making and

persuasion because it is a limit. Within this limit one will not permit

others to make decisions and one cannot be open to persuasiono We are

not only advancing a definition (ViZo_ that psychic space i_s such a zone

of emotional histamines and anti-bodies); we are also pointing to a notorious

fact of life which manifests itself in states of hysteria, panic, schizo-

phrenia, and other symptoms of inaccessibility, regression and ego-loss.

We postulate further that sensitivit_j to psychic space becomes in-

flamed in the microsociety as a result of the gross ecological factors

(inhibition of freedom of movement and loss of numerous nutrient, social,

and sexual gratifications: see Appendix B) that sustain the illusions of

free flight, survivability, and invulnerability. These postulates _ make
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D because our o_n expec_atlons _ere so badly jarred _,_en we app_.'oachedcon-

fined Ss _ith decision-maPping tasks° In particular, _._ediscovered a heighten°

ing of the sense of psychic space, an aversion to decisions (_:hich reactivate

conflicts and thus exhaust internal defenses) 3 and a tendency to_-d cocooning

as a last-resort retraction of psychic space.

We approached the Ss of Penthouse IX naively assuming :_hat they would

dutlful3_V perform certain exercises that _uld permit us to measure their

decisional and bargaining behaviors--persuaslon, leadership, coalition-

formation, rule formation and manipulation. We met instead a nearly solid

front of opposition to our investigation. For we had exposed a ra_7 nerve

without providing any anaesthetic. On this score the Ss were correct in

taxing us with not knowing what we were doing. Exploring°

The nerve was both individual and social. It was part of the panic

system in the individual Ss which warned them sharply against getting

"stirred ,_p"against their fellow sufferers in such close quarters° And

it _ms, derivatively, a group phenomenon which caused the Ss to identify

strongly with one another and to reject outside irritants in concert°

Our interventions into the emotional life of Penthouse II (we

realized better later) were fashioned to test the cohesiveness of the Ss'

peer group and the nature of its endo-legal structure. The answer that

came back instantly _s: very cohesive, tightly structured' We relate

our side of the tale to the reader at this point to alert him, in the

following exposition, to what it was we thought we were doing. He should

also be alert to a connection which is left relatively implicit, and that

is the lesson which the course of formal and informal decision holds for

a theory of endo_legalism or ced.._eewithin the peer group. An aversion to

formalism prevents us from making the necessary translation from I) the
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rules implicit in particular, existential decisions and 2) th _- elaborated

code which those rules of decision belong to by inference°

Now to our observations° We distinguish broadly between advertent

and inadvertent decisions. The first are decisions _hich, to our best

knowledge, involved some solicitation of discussion or consent before the

utterance of the decision. The second are decisions which, to our best

know,ledge, were uttered without giving them a second thought (so to speak)

or by appropriation, pre-emption, and assertions of priority.

.Advertent Dec islcn_s

To distinguish those decisions in which our presence probably bore

heavily on the Ss from those in which there was no structuring by us, we

shall first report the advertent decisions made in our formal sessions°

Aol. Experimental .Games° We asked the Ss to play strategy games

(as a diagnostic exercise) for sm81/ am_m,nts of _nn_y, once a week for

nine weeks, i.e., until it was decided to call off the formal sessions

(see above, Chapter II)° The games were Prisoners' Dil I and other non-

zero-sum games described in J. D. Williams, The Compleat Strategist°

The consistent result was that the Ss turned the games, from co_etitive

games between teams of Ss, into zero-sum games against us° This was true

even when all the participating Ss could have won more from us by competing°

The stated aim of the first game of Prisoners' Dilemma was for each

team to get the maximum number of points (pennies) according to the matrix:

iprisoners' Dil_ is a schematized and mathematicized version of

the situation where one prisoner knows he can get a lighter sentence by

confessing (his acco_lice then gets a stiffer sentence), a slightly heavier

one if neither does, and so on.
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Team A

Team B

Coop • Compete

coop I 3Ai I OAIIOB 'I

The Ss at once and without consultation fell into an alternating cooperate-

compete pattern, i.eo, they took turns winning ten cents. This continued

until the 9th trial, whereupon Team A voted cooperate _hen (to continue the

pattern) it should have voted compete--a deviation that was e_plained by the

captain of Team A as "Just for fun..2 The lOth through 16th moves continued

the prior pattern. On the 17th move, Team B voted cooperate _hen it should

have voted compete; on the 18th, they both voted compete when Team B "should

have" votc_l cooperate. Moves 19-24 reverted to the pattern. Moves 25-28

froze on a cooperate-cooperate pattern begum when Team A chose cooperate

instead of compete. Moves 29-44 reverted to the early pattern. Move _5 _s

c_ate-cooperate, with Team B breaking the pattern by voting cooperate.

Moves 46-50 reverted to the early pattern.

Thus, the Ss won $4.64 out of a maximum $5.00 from us, with both teams

voting "compete" only once out of 50 moves= The captain of Team A said

afterwards that they all tacitly assumed it would be a game a_ainst us and

that the money would be divided evenly amon_ the Ss at the end of the game;

and so they did.

2For a discussion of the place of strate_ games in de_ision theory,

the tenor of much of which is to now experimentally how untrasting and un_

cooperative people are, see Anatol Rapoport, Fights_ Games, and Debates
(1961). See also Lawrence W. Littlg, "Beha_rl-orin Certain Zero_Sum, T_o

Person Games," _J. Socia! Psychology, p. 113 (1965); and Lester B. Lave,

"Factors Affecting Cooperation in the Prisoners' Dilemma," Behavioral Science,
Volo i0, po 26 (Jam° 1965). A new trend is represented in St_aart Oskamp's

and Daniel Perlmau's "Factors Affecting Cooperation in a Prisoner's Dilemma

Game," J. of Conflict Resolution, vol. 9, Po 359 (Sept. 1965)
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Xt is interesting, in addition, to t:_at the co_pete_c,_erate al_

ternatlon as the no_a and consider the derivations: Team A vo'_2d "cooperate"

_Ice when it "should have" voted to compet,_; Team B voted to "cooperate"

t._ice irre_Is.rly and to "cc_pete" twice ir_egularlyo It is af course

possible to view these departures as the accidentel product o:?confusion

or boredom; they m2_v represent the willingn_ss to pay faur to eight cents

per move to introduce a little vaziety into the game. !f_ on the other

hand, we assume for a moment that it is not accidental that the Ss departed

from (or adhered to) the pattern, we notice the following: The Ss did not

kno_,;how many trials there %Duld be in the Eame, and it may have been that

Team A wanted to end the game (gth and 25th moves) on a note of cooperation°

.The dominant man on Team A and the dominant man an Team B we:_ close friends

an_, furthermore, the Team B-dcmlnamt _as dominant in the fri_ndship rela-

tiono It may have been that the less-domin,_nt friend _ms les3 willing to

compete and more eager to cooperate th_._ ._ _ _A._iomlnant frle_o

_._en, _fter the 25th move, the two friends -:_erereplaced as c_ptalns of

their t_ams by two less friendly and lower-status Ss, the two teams engaged

in z_re cooperate-cooperate behavior and in no co_pete-compet,_ behavior°

Expressed in terms of cost, the two teams with the close frieiuds as oppos__ug

captains were willing to forfeit 12 cents _o be able to avoid competing

three t_mes and 8 cents so that both could compete once; Wher,_as the teams

_rlth non-friends as opposing captains were ":riflingto forfeit 16 cents to

avoid competing four times.

_e unusual quality of these fimding_ can be seen by comparing them

with those of M_rton Deutsch, whose Ss (those told to compete actively and

no_ to commxmicate) coordlmated their behavior only 12.5% of -,hhetime° 3

_rtcm Deutsch, "Trust and Suspiciou," Jo of Conflict Resolution,

volo 2_ p. 265 (1958); discussed in Ao Rap_)ort, _o Clto, pp_ 218 fro
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0_tr Ss col!aborat_ _,_eavoid the term "cock,rated" because that _as the

designation of one of the _"m_-es") 84% of the time° It might be contended

_at in our matrix (above) the spre_i between "cooperate-cooperate," 6

cents, _ the "co_ete-cooperate" alte_nation, i0 cents, is _o obvious

as to i_duce what _ in fact fo_udo (Deutsc_'s matrix featu_ only a !

cent difference and a risk of losing lO cents with the mixed strate_f_ )

However_ it is our position that quantitative differences oug_:t not to

affect _ch the results if the game, on decision theory premi:_s, reveals

strong d.ispositions ,ofhuman behavior and perception° Heuce, the discrep-

ancy would be attributable to personality dzlfferences, the fm_t that our

Ss belonged to a confined society, subtle factors in our _amn_:r of ad-

ministering the _me, or some other environmental influence.

When the game was played over with _le cooperating Ss, i.e., without

the two close frie_Is, the other Ss sdopted the compete-coop_._ate alterna_

tion throughout. They even stuck consistentiy to a cooperate.,cooperate

pattern in a variation of Prisoner's Dile_1 where the _ _ to get

money from us _cf° putting the opposiz_ team in the red) was -_o tolerate

the boredom of coop-coop for 25 moves, with a maximum Joint income of 2

cents per move. The conc3_xsiom we draw is +_hat the inclination to coopera%a

with peers and oppose outsiders increased as the experiment wore on and

as -hhe close-affillation factor was mlnimiz,_d by cocoonlmgo

Auother v_riation of Prisoners' Dil_ma _ave each team a modest

reward _i cent) if both cooperated aud a _a_h larger reward _10 cents)

to _he one that vot_ "cooperate" if the other voted "compete,"

Tem_ B

coo .c  ete

TealelA __L_OA/IOB" .iAl.iB '-I"_- Compete
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_en a high©status team wss _pposed to a l_-status team, both voted

"cooperate" until _he last thi_e moves, Joe (with that particular psy_off

schedule) the l_--status team 5ave the high.status team i0 cents by voting

"eoz_pete" three times° The teams were then mixed (hi@h-low_s_atus) for 25

runs; and they both lost money by voting cc_pete for six moves, both voted

co_oerate once, lost more money by voting ccm_ete twice, then established

a pattern for 16 moves whereby the one team consistently lost I0 cents to

the other_ This irratio_ml pattern may possibly be explained by the fact

that the tots2 status of Team A _the recipient of _io60 at th_ expanse of

Team B) was sli@htl_ hi_er, the _embers w_re _nerally more _ssertive,

the dominant member of a moderately close friendship was on Team A, and the

members of Team B were not om good terms.

If these decisions during experimental Games are relat._d to the

affiliation-system of the group, or to some other aspect(s) of group struco

ture, it is evident that these systems rest be very salient indeed° It

is also evident that these systems are more salient than either the exo_

legal system _i.eo _ rules about how the Kau_s ought to be played) or so-

called rationality (i.e., maximizing either the amount of money to be got

out of experimenters or of peers).

In yet another variation of the Pri_caers' Dilemma, the payoff

schedule was such that the best pe_uff was indifferent between compete°

cor_pete and an alternatin_ cor_pete_co_peteo We theorized that the Ss,

especially the high-status Ss# would prefer to risk some losses, during

c pete

OAI6B
Team A .....

------ 6AIos 3AI. 
t.. i |,n , |
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the in_tiai confusion of gettin_ the altern_ting strategy _corking, rather

thm_ h_-ving to say the word "co_ete" over _lud over. In fact, both teams

voted compete for 20 moves. Possibly the p:_._senceof two hi@h-status

friends on the same t_am affected this result (that is, gave them enough

sense of solidarity that they didn't mind "co_pete"). Or it may be that

they were secretly addressing t_eir "competes" to us and not to their peers°

Or it i_y be am example of marginal utility pure and simple, since there is

no "rational" reasc_l to take the risk of losing money while getting onto

a mixed strategy.. The risk, however, could have been minimized if one team

had voted "coope_-ate" and stuck on one mixed strategy (which _ould have

brought them back to a tribute-money posture, one team "giving" the other

all the booty).

The Ss were Dmxt asked to make an umlisclosed number of moves in

_ich the payoff schedule would be kept a sscret until the end of the game

but the results of each n_ve would be annouuced (e.g. s "Team A Just _m

10 cents, Team B won nothing"). The actual payoff schedule w_s a series of

five matrices determined by rolli_ dice, i.e., there was no discernible

order to the pa_fs and we went from one matrix to another in serial

order with each _Veo The Ss were great_ irritated to discover the

remdc_ness of the matrices° They glared at us amd quickly le_?t the table

a_ went about other activities° The discussion leading up to the revela=

tion that we used random values was as follows:

Bob: It seemed to be on a four-pl_ce rotation of some

k_ud but it didn't prove to be a rotation o . o

the whole strategy was rather m_.kesl_.1._?%--the_e
was no strategy°

• Q @

AI- We did the same, we _ust uh x_ited and then we
co_et_ or cooperated dependi_ on how we fe_It o o o
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DoS.... these were the matrices which were determined

by rolling dice.

AI: It's almost i_posslble to figure it out--that's
why we didn't try , . .

• • •

Bob: Now that we know the kind of trickery you've injected

in the air, we'll try to restrict [?] ourselves next
time.

As in the previous vsriation s the high-status team (the ssme two Ss) voted

"compete" more often (13:6) and w_ more money than the low-status, nc_-

friends team.

A simpler variant of Prlsccers' Dilemma was played using the very

first _trix reproduced a_ except that the matrix was rotated clock-

wise 90 degrees after each move. Althou@h neither team caught on, Team B,

consisting of the _ low-status nc_-frieDds_ hit c_ an approximation.

To this approximatic_ we attribute the extraordinary result that both teams

won exactl_ the same en_unt--a result that appears hi_r in_xle by

chance° On our theory, Team B, getting an inkling of the revolving matrix,

instinctively acted to redress the balance (then heavily in its own favor

in the ratio 2:1) by letting Team AI the high-status friends_ win consis-

tently at the end of the game.

The Ss were also given variants of _lotto, Muscovite @ua.-_Is,FXghter-

Bombers, and the Lady and the Tiger frem Be Ccmpleat Strategist. In the

first game of Blotto _ the Ss were asked to choose sides; the two friends

immediately chose to be on the same side. Their temdency was to adopt a

4Blotto is a game in which variable rewards are given for blind

deployment of forces in a divided field (eogo_ hill_ valley, forest, as
regions).
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strategy of dividing their forces in the Blotto game be_en two of three

possible positions; _hereas the other team invariably put all its forces

on one position° Under the rules of the game the nonofriends team won

heavily° We i_nterpret this as a procluct of the friends team's lu_illing-

ness to compete or collide with the lower-status team. In a s:econ_ try at

the Blotto game, the Ss chose to be on the same teams; but they were re-

quired to write down ten moves in a_vance, i.eo, they cou_ not vary their

str_tegles as each saw how the other was p_ring the game. When the results

were announced, it turned out that each team made the same mo_m the first

eight times, so that both lost all their men. The low-status: non-friends

team carried this strategy through the ninth and tenth moves, ere the other

team divided its forces over three squares. These strategies also show the

high-status friends team ending the game on a nan-competitive noteo

In the Mmscovite Guards 5 game the friends were split up. The one

friend was out of the game the secon_ move because he lost at Russian

Roulette, an_ the other friend drop_ out in the sixth move (out of ten)

for the same reason. It is noteworthy that the first friend c&ose to pull

the trlgger 100% of the time (2 out of 2); the second friend never pulled

the trigger before the tragedy an_ 50% thereafter; the successor to the

first friend pulled the trigger 50%; the successor to the second frien_

pulled the trigger 25%. The game was acc ompsmied by scme hilarity°

In the lady-Tiger 6 variant, the friends were on the sm_ team again

as Young Commoner and friend; the non-frie_s were playing Wicked King and

5Essentially Russian Roulette with optional turns, sur_Ivor takes all

but low risk-takers get no _ (other than decedent's estates)°

_m our variant cm this familiar puzzle, the Young Commoner suspects

the Wicked King has misled the Princess into believing she kn_ws which door

contains the Tiger; there is still the question of envy, etco
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Adviser° In _ trials the Young Commoner got devoured by tb2 tiger

twice, the first and the last times° All the rest of the tium the

Commoner and the Wicked King varied their choices of _hich tlger-cage

they desimaated° We interpret these results, par+_!y because of the great

hilarity that accompanied the first and last incident, as be_n_ (first)

the result of finding the avoidance pattern and (last) the dssire of the

low-status team to compete and to show what they could do if they wautedo

Finally, the Ss were given the Fighter-Bomber 7 game, _hich they

played very irrationally_ i.e., contrary to the announced goels of the

game. The high-status friends team lost heavily, the csptain thereafter

saying he assumed that the undisclose_ p_off schedule would reward him

for playlng against the investigators and not for following the rules°

Neither team chose the obvious_ preferable solutions of randomizing their

strategies or sticking with a ratio deducible from the rules. Once again,

we see the high-status Ss refuslng to compete, even where it means losing

heavily o

The find/ng that has emerged from this recapitulation of the behavior

of Ss in experimmntal games is that the higher the intra-group status of

a would-be competitive testa of Ss, or the stronger the ties cf friendship

between the members of the team, the less they will compete _Ith their

peers an_ the more they will define the situation as a competition _ith

(if anyone) non-peers° Since we have defined status as a sociometric of

"liking", affiliatic.1, and desire to associate with, we are left with the

following hypothesis: The strcager the affectional ties in the microsocietz,

the harder it will be to introduce co_etitioa for amy purpos? and the

J m i ,

7A problem of which Ix_nber to put the Bomb on and, alternatively,

which to attack at differential risks.
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8
easie_..jitwill be to displace anti-soclal feelings onto outsiders°

From our subjective stsndpolnt as investigators, %/he most important

finding from the experimemtal games was the unrelieved opposition, or at

amy rate resistance, to our tmt_-fer_Lug with the delicate underlife of the

peer-group, an_ the constant pressure to make the _mes more interesting,

to exart all the initiatives and give the cues, to entertain°

_2. Formal sessionso Content analyses of the propels of our

formal discussions with the Ss twice a week over nine weeks show a rather

close relation between persuasion, sf_tus, affillatiom, and decisional

skills o Using a fairly crude measure of persuasion--a unit a._ persuasion

being equal to the utterance of an opini_ subsequently suppo._ted or not

eontradlcted (explicit_y or implicit/y) by a peer--the highest- and the

lo_st-status Ss proved the most persuasive in formal sessions°

We found consistently--in one session with six Ss, one with five_

and _ sessions with four Ss--that persuasion was exercised in direct

relatiom to status, except that the lowest-status me_nber of _e discussion

group was slightly more persuasive than the second-l_sto We also found

that with the four cooperating Ss the incidence of opinions supporting

or opposing peers' opinions was inversely related to persuasion: The more

persuasive the S, the less _roportiomately) he acknowledged favorably or

unfavorably the opinions of his peers; an_ both the least persuasive sad

the most persuasive Ss expressed more _ than supportin_ opinions

tm_rd their peers° See Gr_h I.

For validation of this hypothesis in the context of the business

firm 3 see Lewis Be Ward, '_ne Ethuics of Executive Selection," _Harvard

msines S  e ew, vol. p. 6 (M  h-Aprll 1965)o
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The Game relation between status and support of pe:Brs is shown by

taking the ratio_ of _,upporting to opposing opinions vis _ vi_ peers: The

higb_st srd lowest status Ss expressed fewer supporting opinions per unit

opposing opinion tcnmA_i peers. (In absolute numbers_ the hi_est status S

expressed 10% fewer of either than did the lowest status So )

Descending
Status

Ratio of S_orting_osing

Opinions with Peers

A .61

B !o45
c 1.o5
D °67

As to substantive decisions--our first formal session led to the

assertion by all save one of the Ss that they did not like to cooperate

_Ith le_l-political experimentation, especially in the form of question-

naireso This opinion ran frmm co.faints that the exper_aent was 'hooring"

and "too hypothetical_" to the absolute redusal of two of the Ss to parti_

cipate further. Although the insurrectionary Ss prefaced their attack by

saying the work was too conflict-laden, the bod.v of their criticism was

that the experiment was ill-designed and that we didn't kuow what we were

doing. A secondary argument _s that such _rk was not part of the Ss'

contract@ We thrust the decision back onto the Ss, saying they should

withdraw if they thought their further participation would h____ the experi_

m_nt. The decision then taken by two Ss was explained by them to the

Director as a result of the work's being too upsettin@ a_i (at the same time)

uninteresting°

Our general assumption is that (ex defin!tiQne' ) there can be no

decision without an antecedent conflict and that every act or nomfeasance
i

by a sentient creature is a decisiono 9 In the present case, we should

9For elaboration of this reasoning, see the classic article by Irving

_o Janis_ "Decisional Conf!icts: A Theoretical Analysis," Journal of Conflict

Resolution, 3_ March 1959, Po Go
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D

e_hasize the tecbzlqu._ er_i_cv_-edby the: in=-_gent Ss to escape _ue a_tation

_<e provo'r_d _2_ the_ They ezhlbi*_i he.ate__,.;_nd_=__w_:_-_'___ _ obsti'uetionism

snd ar@_,_n_.on to get the investigai_rs to call a halt to the pl'oceed-

!ngs_ To do so the 8s ha& to pezge_L_ai_ _h_,t appears to be a non_ecision--

the adv_mcln_ ,:_ "rati_aS. _ objections to the experiment Sm resron_;e to our

in'v:_tatieato commeGt (z_ the questionn_ire._,. For example:

_.ve_ o . o _.,_at_,._bhink is ah you vi÷.h testi_g are

defe_ting _o_:: pua_os_ o o

E_ve; . o o You're not app_._x%chingthe mlbJect 3"thID/_
in the mosZ econ_mics/_ _anner .... TS_e ans_ers

you _et c_e sh fir_t level _ns_ers o .

• @ o

AI: i'm not _.o_ag this to be nast;_: i'm not doing it

because I _?at to ge'_;back a't3"ou _uys b_t that"s

•the _.my Iifeelo

TJ" .,_si _'_• _-_ I think it's ve:_y L_;x,rteat that that

attitude is represent_._io

/<L: .... ou_ p_:e._llces ce_u en_- in, can b$ a factoz ....

T_:: ,,, . _at_s _hy _e _snt to f_m_ it out°

_ve: 1)o you _ _,hat the preJ_,_dlc_:is, though?

i_: _,_ere is the ilne between iss3T/%olo_ _ l,_w? o ° °

T(:: _[oucouP[ h_,zdly pose a harder question for anyone o o o

:_.ve: ;_e you avare _f the ah o o o

_le a_teur que/_ty cf the obJ_=ct_on_ _ud th_ ultimate re,or5 to

_e lame[/c "_a% The expe.z:i_t _as ;_:ovi_$ too upsetting J_not to speak of

_:s desp_ratlon implicit in the hlt_or-miss: frontal, att:_._kon methodology



that th_ launched), point to internal conf3__ct as +_he motive for this

"._.ecisionoTie technique: as we have noted: _as to try to han_ the decision

en bhe experi_;nte:es and on objective consi_.erationso _e exp3d.cit de_

cisione], canon was that one does not have to do illegit_-_a+_ an__.incc_petant

_.ork_ the impS.tit canon _s that one does not have to do _ork that excites

conflict, strong feelings, and personal distress° We speculate that t_he

conflicts (whatever they _Jere in the indlvi_.ual case) _:e:._provoked by

asking i_e Ss i) to face one another arounS, a table (which they otherwise

4id, if at all;. only at mealtime), 2) to dd.s_uss complex issues of morality

_ ]_w; and 3) t_ do this at the behest of older: more authoritative males.

3_ a secom_, session Just prior to the departure of the insurrectionary

two, the Ss revesled the conflict all the more starkly° Our strategy in

-_/qissession was to emphasize the i_portauce of such research to people

_ho haw._ to llve crowded together in extre_ne enviromment_, the need we had

for their cooperation and gco_ will, and our-'willingness to mod_.fy our ex-

r.eriment in e_r w_y that %'ould make it less stressful for them° One of the

two responded, l_r lying on the floor, hands folded across his chest, ss_Lug

he coul_ not p_mticipate under amy conditions. The other contluued a ru_uing

nathodo!ogical argument wlth us and scorned the experln_t as "not interest_

ing" sz_:."not realo" Theee reactions, in oum estimation, point to decisional

_otives which are highl_ _ersonal and independent of the social situation°

The fou_' cooperating Ss participated _Ith some/elan _uri.ug this session°

_wo of _e four distracted themselves from time to time _yy pla_d.ng _ith bits

cf papea, and molding elay--a technique which the four us_._1thereafter to

avoid ik./! complicity.

In subsequent discussions with the remaining fou_ Ss, decisions _._re

secomp_ded by a great deal of circumlocution: Joking: -hrrelevancy,
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I exasper_tion, re_'_.anceon the investigator to carry the ball and _ive

direction, signal:!:that they were bored and _uted to -_uit, ab_rpt deparo

ture from the table toward the end of the sessions, waudering a1_ut the

room_ t__ll_ingin falsetto voices, etc. For example, one of the standard

tasks was for the Ss to act as a conciliation board and to decide cases

(which _had actual_.y arisen in the Antarctic or in the Penthouse) that might

arise on a space _hipo When asked what roles they wanted to as;_ume as

space crewmen, A said: "I'll be an onion ro_o" Respm0ding to the same

request in a later meeting, A said: "I']i I_._a forest°" B: "I'll be a

frog in the forest." C: "I'II be a Jewel in the frog"s forehead°"

D: "I'll be bishop over the forest." The S_' decision to Joke at this

time and in this context I) put us on notice that they were not "really"

involved in the work, 2) expressed the attitude that the work did not

deserve to be taken seriously, 3) shifted the burden of going forward back

to us, 4) thereby leaving us with the option of either rewarding them even

more (_Ith cosxlno_) or 5) demanding that they _lse ul>.-which would be

6) to risk their refusal to cooperate further in a sittu_tic_ _here we had

no formal sanctions and where 7) Ei's delin_uent lead,_:ship (as "onion

roll") had been conf_d by the others in tam and in order of status,

such that 8) we _re permitted to proceed with the inquiry at sufferance°

Asked to suggest realistic problems that a conciliation board on a

space ship might have to resolve, one of the Ss suggest,_ that the food

supply might run out; another suggested that the capta_ might get dia_Thea

and be unable to navigate the craft. These ideas were _._assedc_rer by us

on the grounds that they did not pose true conciliation problems° A1 (who

in this session had chosen the role of "captain and he_i of everything")

proposed that they consider '_hat would happen if someame was L_able to
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ftmction," whi_h he specifi_l to mean, "Let' s s_ some of the l_.ople are

tired of the hour_ they have and they want to start sleeping at a different

tlme_" _is exchange, ensued:

AI ("Captain"): They like the daylight hours_

Chet ("Astrophysicist"): There's no daylight,

.a.l: We.13.,we know that, Cheto [pause]

8d ('_tanist"): The Captain can't ad_zztuistercorporal

punishment without _e...

Bob ("Radio Operator"): Yah, this E,uddenlybecomes an
irrelevant question _ . .

Ed then suggested that the Captain "hasn"t s_Lid a _ord yet" and that the

problem Just came up° Bob protested that the problem _as too @Lfficult

a_d there were too msmy possibilities. We volunteered that there are _s

to narrow the possibilities. AI suggested that we give them a problem

because the Ss were 'Saaving a hard time thlnl_ing''(this asserti_ma was ac-

companied by manifest chagrin and restlessness on the part of _e other

three Ss). We suggested that there might be one group that strongly _mnted

to change the schedule a_i one group that strongly opposed such a change°

The gist of the following discussion was that the work schedule on a space

craft ought to be changed around once a week,. Chet, who had opposed this,

stopped talking and neglected to raise his hand _hen the "captain" said,

'_hose who dissent, raise your hands." (This formula _s Al's second, the

first being, "Those who dissent; leave the r_"-osomething of a joke as

regards either a _ace ship or a penthouse° ) In the course of the dis=

cussicm it was the highest-status S, _i, who evidently ended the debate,

by auncuncing that the "c_ptain's" solution (a ro*_ting schedule) was what

he advccated ten _ninutes before. That remark gave the captain two votes

and presumably provoked the suggestima that the dissenter step outside°
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Without pm_sing to analyze the content of this decision Z_notice the

question of the authority of the captain to puniab, the denial _;hat there

can be ,liscord, and the desire to change the ru!e_ governing routine), we

see a progressica from l) "This is not an answerable problem" ["4_,._1_vant"_

to 2) '_rhis is ixmredib_ easy" (the captain is Just to "anuotu1ce" the

hours), to 3) "This is too difficult, sad _._ give Upo" The reformulation

of the [_roblem progressed from I) the assertion that the probl_n _d/l never

arise, to 2) "we Just raised it," to 3) the sug_estiom of rotating the

schedule, to 4) the seconding of that suggestion, and 5) a ch_llenge to

dissemt._rSo _he _ading characteristic of this decision is the poverty of

detail-_both as to how such a dispute might look and also the concrete terms

of the solution. Again, we see the subjects pressing the investigator to

present a problem; they then aefine the probZ_m as nonsense or _?atently

obvious; they quickly run out of patience; and they come to a r_pid, formal,

I0
"solution." The motive appears to be to get the thing over vi_2, and

to avoil any protl-aeted disagreements smaug themselves. The decisional

techniques Just outlined might be called decision b_ avoidauce_ denial_

caricat_re_ and formal fiat. The decisional canon, we infer, was to reach

near-unanimity on a least-ccsmon-denominator basis _rithout sti_zlating

gemuine dispute°

Our discussion continued, on the topic of a clash between military

and scientific persQnnel 5M_ntering over" in the Antarctic° AI, exerting

some initiative in his position as "captain," said: "Well, if it really

bothers the morale of the Navy personnel then I'd have o o o [pause]

101t shou/_i be m_nticmed that we vere deliberately undemanding and

indulgent to_sa_i the Ss, and did them many l_.rsonal favors, so that they

had some reason to please us by performing m!uima!lyo
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,,o_..thi__ _,/._t_3_ih_:e _o "_e done [to] th_ scLcntists [_o refused _o bathe

r_,udc_,_='_......._._._'_'_"_._,__ _ o " yn._re._m_n_useto_ a probe, he s_est_L _e_-_re-

gatir_$ .abe sclent:[_t,. Ed s_Id: "You kmov., Just keep all militaz_ people

in one hut and a_L scientis'bs in _zother hu_ or someth_mg° ': We doubted

_.Thether this _-ou_i.be possibZe. Ai said that such problems sho_Cu_, be

_defln_" befo,_e u_derta_;:Lng the _issiono F_. su_oge_i, alternatlve/y_ that

there shou/d b_ _-_e.c_al _les _Ithi_ the closed en_/ronmemt: ", , . you

kmo_z_ !Lke cert_iF,: s±a_d_,._ds of neatness or_ you. km_ certain "_hings like

that°" _ob :[nter_cted +_hat they _ere sup_,,osed to be _tting _ such rules

here a_5. now_ Ch_t asseze_d that an of£end_- should be requir_l to ts/0e

his mesls by hims_:Ifo P_/b q._est!_aed us as tO whether thez_ r_e_!'_ a

disagreement in t_.e _mstaut case. We confin_ 9_at there was, and char&c=

%erlzed the enforze_:nt of the rules propos,_[ by the Ss as "ptm[shmento"

quickly declar_d that it wouldn't be ptmi:_hment to enforce _e rules

he had in mind; then A1 interrt_ted to say t/fat he too thought it _ou!dn_t

be punishment . . o _ntex_upted himself to ask whether cull the scientists

in the hypothetical cas_ felt this way o . . the_ reiterated that they

':shouid h_ve to eat by themselves°"

This secti_m of the protocol illustrates %_nat _ shall be referring

to _s %he dissocl_tive technique of dec!sion,.ms/_in_o [[he leading quality

of the preceding passage -_as the air of non-:5olutlon: the Ss evs[ed the

substaz#&!ve decision by respox_ !) that "somethim4;" would have to be

F/one, 2) that the. disputant could be ("you ]mlow") _u_.'b separated; 3) that

t/_ere _hould be "_spe,-.ialrules" i_ advance, 4) that =_rba there "_as no

real ddspute, 5) that the sol_tiom wottld not "punish '_:stay one in _ case.

and 6) {a_) that "_e off_s should be seg_egate_, from the others.
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This _@hasis on se_-_.tlau (of problem u_cm _ l,,_-. _o___ion; and of offender

fi-om coz_._lai:_mt_ ev__a_nToly voluntarily) is felicitous1, for it minimizes

the rip,at to pu_u!sh, it foresta/is confrontations between disputants, and

it evades all the ugly complications " _perta_mlng to sanctions, noncompliance,

insub_&ination_ and consensus im the conffmed microsceletyo The de_

cisio_l canon h_re appears to be libertarisn 8a_ ind:i_idualis_ico

Tae _ext [_urD of e2ae discussion _as %ae questi_Jn by Bob, whether

"there Is aDyo_e '_%_o can "diselpline these scientist_." We remarE_d that

there _as a chief scientist in the plet_tre, here represexlted by Edo A1

then r__marked _hst _here would be a breakdo_m of morale "if there wasn't

some de_ree of c._eanllne_s.

[8: So t I ts/,.e it hhem you would enforce o ° o

_I: I _ou!d not say force, I would certainly try to

persusde them...

E_: . o . if th_y expected to share recreational

facili'hies with the N_vy p_rsu_el +_hey shou3__d

also eomsider that those l_eOp_._ were beJm_

off,reded o o .

We thereupon ask._ the Ss to eo_sider the exWcreme cs_;e where the scle_tists

would not co_rcmise. Ed proposed letting them "live by themselves°" He

_:evls_ this, u_,der questioning by AI, to "make them build [a new hut] _z_

they _It it t1_t n_/ch--'cause that woul_ serve as home anyway." _I asked

if he would haw_ _urisdiction, as captain., to keep them out of the recre-

atic_ room; "C_m_Id I mske them eat by themselves? Th4en that"s e_ct_y what

I'd doo" F_I co_.mtered %h_ the facilities could be _tsed in shifts. AI

said _ou "could '_do that.

on a ._rempe_ sp_=e ship°

_o remove the comp!aln_.

Bob remarked theft that solution wou_m"t _ork

.%1 suggested sp_.ial cloth_ or air conditioning

Bob again recommended having all the rules set
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doom iz_ adv_._ce.

To _@araphr_se this passage:

_ho caz_ dlsc:hpliz:_the offenders_

_ople s_o,_Id he _,:_oreconsiderate;

AI aga'eed, "in a booklet."

I) thece must be someone (ether tb_n us)

2) no ore is _oing to be fo_c_l; 3)

4) they _hou!d be _ermitta4 or mmde to

_ 6) r_lesllve ai,art; 5) _;_sical arrangememts coul_ be be_er; and co_

be listed in _lwnceo Th_se solutions have hhis in co!m_u, that the offend-

ers shcuid not be made tc interact in partic'xlar w_s, The closest our Ss

get to direct social control is to "make" (a term ambi,_-aously be_Jeen "force"

and "let") the t_asgre, ssors withdraw. Such a reacti_1 by the Ss is not at

all su__rising i_ view of their overall am_r_istic be:_t; we mere_y call

attention to the !:_rsistence of techmiques w_ich b_pllt the central inter=

perscmsl com_._ct in-to fragmeats that are absurd or "%_chnieally" simple

(eogo, better air Condltioming), a_ which avoid the clash of w_/is a_i the

s_Ibaissiom of the one to the other.

The _robler_ of physical erow_ wa3 broached. A1 said that the

"only" way you could avoid body contact _e:_ er_ed working eo_iitions

wo,Ald he to have a chair with "a little bar or something around the outside,

yc,u kncwo" We ob_erved that on a space fli@_t this wc,_Eulall be extra hard-

ware° AI: :'Themyou reaLl_ can't do much a_ut it." Ei raisel _he

questicn of _st ve_*iods when ,people" co_d '_oesilent for a while°"

A1 su_ested ccms_utly changing the work shifts; it _$ould not, he added,

lead to factionalism because "they would be continuously chsagi_._" We

imagined a fist fight, re.sultim_ f_ the crowding. _LI: '_he o;_ly possible

thing you cc_uld do _ o . _cu/d be trying to _m_ke the _eop!e und__rsta__ that

it's an umfortunate thing and stop .... "' Chet volunteered that such

fights resulted i_':omper_ality conflicts and could not be dome away with

by rules; he disa]_roved cf disciplining the offerders_ AI declared_ "You'd
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he_o to, _ o _ di_._ipLine _,th of them rathmr than just one. He _ought

the di_;c:!.pline_ !:_htconsist of t_n_ a r_creational privileg_ away. We

asked _'hat ou_h_ i:_ be don_ if the fight _ started by a notorious, In-

tractabi_ troubl_..makero C_et: ;'Givehim s_e chamlcal that _akcs him a

very ple_sant per:_om." Chet elaborated his point--um_._r narcosis the troub_-

makar _::_.CLdbe h_!?notized and told to b__have. Bob's solution _or people like

that was that "you Just taF_ _ strai_htjacke_ to tham_" We sugEested that

the ma_actor m_iT be the only one am board able to do a certain task;

Al: "I 6onQt thi;_ that sheul_ be all_e_ to happen°" Bob im'terJected:

"Put him in the Iokey." Ai: "You have to allow him to feel a part of the

_rOUpo" Chet rev_._r+_ to the marcosis-hypnosis solution. AI: "The medicoS.

officer can hypnotize the c_ [AI] far that matter . . ." Chet protested

that the crew sho_'_ldbe screamed so that the incidents propoumded by us

would _o'i;arise. F_ argued that, evem if th_ screening weren't perfect, a

space crc_, would train together an_ (thus?) the problems would not arise°

These re_tions to the problems of physical crop,imp, uzauthc_ized

touchi_ in+_usion, and assault and battery, are notable in t2eir evasion

to _ a_t_horlt_ as a solution (eog., dressln_ dc_m the offez_er_ or ad-

mlnis_r_g a cs_.cu!able and determimate punis_nt) a_ in th_ir preference

for _\c_ rest_ -aimt (involuntary _pnosis_ the straight Jack,:t, condition-

ing) which suppos .od!y leaves the moral core of the personality ami the indi-

vidual _s psychic space umtouahe_.

We next a_:rerted to a problem where the captain and the chief science

tist _ a long s_,_e voyage fall into disagr_maut, __ng a rsdio blackout,

as to _ae proper _ourse for Mars° AI: "° . o call back for sc_one who is

higher than both of them to make the de_isiom°" We _led this out because
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because cf the ra¢io blackout°

Beb:

Ed.

D.So:

o . . it's very slz_le, you Just have to find out

_his scientist should have one ,xfhis subordlmates .

figure out their declination a_L e_lain _hy [grousl

control] _as wrOngo

[_%e'h if the captain couldn't _lerstaud and would.n"t

accept the scientists' calculations? ]

l_t _i_cmeof :net's chemicals in'_o his frozen straw-

berries.

D.So : It _m_,aldhave to be dome fast. _aat would essemti_Lly

be mutiny°

Bc_: That fs _aat you do with those kLmds of captains°

Here we see the S;_assuming quite willingly either that a ramified and

complex clash of authority caumQt arise or, :!% it does, that th_ scientist's

authority should have precedence. We hold it significant that this sort

_f solutions also involves a flight to "objective" fac%ors and avoids the

possibility of mc_,_l and amotiomal conflict.

We have devoted this ranch space to th,_.first fc_mal session with the

foua" ecoperating _!_sin order to lay out the method that we have empl_ed

in ana3yzim_ decisions° BM dgcislomal..motiw-_s, %_ ze_, follo_ins Jamis,

the psychological and. situatiomal mcmflicts _mxl frictions, the pain!_Alness

_f which Impels cne to resolve the conflict [decide the problem_ alter

the situation). _i_ decisional techniques we mesa the :relatively invariaut

re_on_e_ sad habits (eogo, avoidance, legalism, Kantian equlty_ withdrawal,

dissociatiom, ad !i_ reasoning, etc) which _xli_duals have for executing

the c_mflict and _,_ithoutwhich they would be overwhelme_l by a chaos of al-

tarmat_ves, value_, gradations, az_ immolative attractioms. _ decisional

canoms_ we mean the substautive rules (princlplec, laws) that are affirmed
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one"_ own conscience); Joe.. it is "self-evldent '_that (I) a h.man being

ha_ Individual dignity that ought to be respected (the_efore_ a member of

•, space crew should be able to be left alone if he needs to be alone) _at

(II) one has a duty to halp the sick (therefore, a men,bet of a space crew

3hould not be pelm_Itted to be alone when he acts withdra_a and depressed)°

Usin8 these concepts we shall produce more abbreviated accounts of the other

formal sessions _,_'i'hh our Ss.

In the next regular session the four cooperating Ss were asked to

consider what rules, if a_y, there ought to be on a long space flight re-

_ardimg personal privacy. The highest-status S, Ed, _anted to know whether

the crew wou_ wear helmets. His question perth, it seemed, to the

matter of _ree conversation among the crew; but he did not pursue it, and

a long pause ensued. We announced that we wanted the record to show "no

zespo_se" to the question. Whereupon F_ imnediate_y began raising questions

of hcr_ a space crewman could signal the oth__rs t/_at he Just dldn_t feel like

talking° AI and Bob made slightly ridicul_as _stions alacg %_ese lines,

e.g., that the Nerso_ wear a '_nluelight" when he doesn't wan± to be talked

to an& a "red light" when he is willing to talko

DoSo : How _uld this system work?

Bob: It wouldn't. (laughter)

Notice that Fd, a man especial_y touchy about his psychic space, "decides"

that the foremost problem in the area of privacy in a space craft is being

talked to when you want to be left alone, ere AI and BOb, who are v_tly

more gregarious_ propose a non-serious "solution" to E_'s dilemma and, when

we probe, aba_on it. Thus Ed's decisioa as to priorities is effectively

undercut by the ad absur_um technique. We may speculate that this happened



96

to Ed, '_ahowas gen_ralS_- treated far more _nt!y by hi_; peers_ because he

vai._ decided to intrcduce a question of privacy that was of concern to

himself and only to himself, i.e., he did not profess _roup intm.rests.

We restated the problem. Bob replied that groined rules should be

preventive rather than remedial. "I ean_t_" he said, "think of too many

rules, other than to be nice, we really need before you left the ground."

Ed then decls_ that it is better to have :_ules "because some _ople_s

idea of being mice invc!ves back-slapping." Bob retorted that "_his is

somethlug you consider and "check out" with people before they are thrown

togeth_ro Bob next shifted ground by quizzing us about the leMout of a

space ship. We again restated the problem. _i thereupon said -_hat "you

could" set up grou_ rules on co_mon courtesy, he supposed. Ch_t warned

_mst it, an_ cited an experience of his ,_m where courtesy on a merchant

_lip proved very irritating to some crewmen.

We next posed the problem of how the available space sh_Id be

allocat_ among m_n of di_fering ranks. Chet said the captain should get

more s_ce "maybe." Ed said it ought to depend on the amount of room re_

quired by the Job one has to do. Bob disa_. The gdscusslon veered

back t_rd noise as an invasion of privacy:

sl_ce c_aft coulan_t be wholly sounaproofed.

8_:eas for work_ conversation# sleeping, etc_

Chet _ranted to kncr_ _S_y a

AI advocated setting aside

Chet reccmm_._led having two

living rooms, one for scientists and one for military Imrscmnel (because

they would have _[ffarent _obs to do); he also sug_s_._d having bunks that

c(_d be closed _Z_'fand soundproofed, permitting complete withdA_wal.

_e asked whether the Ss had arrived at a rule that could be sta_ed.

A! said: "Just something about no unnecessary com_ersation whii_e performing
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_:hateve'.-it is you're doing during work periods°" F_I added that there

ought to be a rule restricting noi_ to certain times _ places. Chef

said the rule would be that '_obody is supposed to disturb somebody else

•'Jno is working°" Ed: "Yet, unless it's absolutely _.._.._j_._o_--'.".Asked to

assign priorities to the kinds of privacy they would px_fer, the Ss' opinions

ranged from reccmnaudlng the minimum privacyj needed to acccm_lish one's Job

(Bob)3 to a semi-_erious _heme for having s._Idlng panels and walls

separating those who did and didnet want to talk (Chet), to the notion of

rotating areas cf quiet an_ non-quiet (AI). The reader--making due allow-

ance for the hypothetical nature of the questions posed and also for the

immediacy of such questions to the Ss's situation--wiS_l notice the Ss'

preference for question-begging solutions (e_g., the ban on "unnecessary"

conversation, the "unless it is absolutely necessary" reservation) and for

mechanical solutions (sliding _n_lls, zones, etco )o These are to a large

de_ee techniques of decision avoidance. We note furthermore the absence

of extreme choices, such as the suggestion that all rifle making should

be done on an ad h_ _asis when the time comes (and not before: ) or the

insistence on listing am_ codifying _ rules in advance, lest it be

thought that our Ss adopted decision-evasive techniques on hypothetical

questions only, see (bel_) our discussion of infurmal advertent and in-

Ii
advertent decisions that affected their group_ life crucial.

llAlso, compete their distaste for decision-making with that of

casc_hsrdened professionals and experienced _ublic servants, as recounted
in Warner Schilllug's excellent article2 '_he H-Bomb Decision: How to

Decide without Actually Choosing," Political Science Q_arterly, volo 76,
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The n_ formal sessian was devoted to the case of a crE_ who

refuse_ r_ _ash his coffee cup: the capta_ was furious with his insub-

ordination and asked the conciliation boar_ (our four Ss) to discipline

him° _eir immediate solution was to put names on the cups so that the

offend_ would h_ve to drink out of his own dirty cup., The question of

discil_-uing him _s rejected in the follow_ way:

D_S. : Hc__ about the immediate problem of disciplining
t_is . o .

Bob: I think the captain is unreasc_ableo

AI: Yeh, if he wants to drink c_:t of a dirty cup,
let him . . .

It sh_Lld be _id that Bob's view of the captain was evidently a minority

opinion1; the other Ss, led in this case by _i, adopted a dissociative

technique, viz., since they had discovered a painless and reasonable

soluti,_ to the practice that _ve rise to the dispute (the leaving of_ a

dirty, anmmymous coffee cup), they deserved to "forget" the request to

discipline the offezKler and to pass over our reminder.

The coff_ cup problem was elaboratei into a problem of a very

sensitive but ab3ent-_ crewman who causelessly, and despite numerous

warnings frc_ th_ captain, continues to use other men_s cups. The captain

asks %ae concili_tion board to discipline h_ E_ sug@ested that he be

weau_d ag_o A1 (who was pretending throughout to be a frog and was

talking in a cro_lulng voice) raised the question of co_mmicable diseases

_0hysically base_). Ed changed his position a_d recommended _nat the man

be toll to wash _ii the dishes as punishment° Chet objected to disciplinin_

someone who is "merely" absent-minded (as _t was about Penthouse routines)°

Bob seemed to support Ed's position. Chet f_usisted it wouldn't help, because
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the man is absentmmindedo Ed, sulTgorted _: ;_ and Bob_ next hit upQn

the idea of _.ot a_lo_ng- "_e offender any coffee 'til he leanred to wash

+_he cup° Chet ac,:..eptedthis solution _ith some reservE_tlons. The dis_

cussion became z_zy at this point: involvia_ schenms for disposing of

pape_ cups in dee_ space and for taking tu!ms doing the dishes. "When _._

attez_t.=d to steel' than l_ck to the ccnci3Zation prob!ean, the Ss Jokin._!y

decided that the best solution would be to tie hhe cup around the man_s

neck; Bob, _'Forever, if necessary°" In t_lis sequence _e see the higher_

status Ss re_simI_ their Loositions to accommodate Chet; _e see them

_fficiently ccmin_ to a unanimous decision that the offender should be

deprived of privileges (again burying the captain's demand for punishment

for past off_mses ); and we see them then t,_llng to a kind of parody of

_theproblem, in _hiah the offender ends up with the shameful cup dsagling

fram h_s neck. The virtue of the parody, -_m surmise, is that it puts

distance between the Ss and their responsibi,_-, corrective decision against

someone_ _o could easily be their peer°

The absent._ominded cre_m_an _ms featured., in our second vari_.tion,

droppi_ used Kle_s an the floor all over the s_tiono The captain

wants ih_ concilJ,_tien board to "do sc_ehhlng about ito" Protestations

of disgasto _e b_o more assertive Ss agree at once that he shou3_ be

_ven one handker_hie__ a_ _hat will be that° Again there _ere ex_en_.ed

Jokes _d spoofs on the subject; and the fre_-_eeling discussion agsJm

found its way to hhe solution of pinning something on the front of t_e

of._ender, in thi_ case a s_nlts_y bag for used tissues° Perhaps ine_.tablj%

there ([eveloped _ scenario in %_ich the absent-minded fellow with the coffee

cup around his neck gets involved with the absent-m_a_]ed fe!!ow with the

_Eleenex bag arom_-I l_s nacko The Ss never returned tc the problen of
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discip!ininz the offender s _nr did they say anything that would indicate a

willingness to ostracize him or to criticize him personally.

A thief variation on the absent-minded crewman: He becomes increas-

in_ absent-mi_ed about his persomal habits and about his duties; the

captain wants to knc_ what can be done to improve his morale° Ed, the

highest-status S and gemerally leader of the discussions firmly suggested

that a doctor should be consulted before amy punishment is given out. (We

ha_ not mentioned punishment at this time. ) Bob (very much in character)

reccmmamded attaching other crewmen to him "until we fired out what's bother_

Lug him." Ed argued for comfining him to a smaller space, an idea rejected

by Bob an_ cutely ridiculed by AI. Chet pretested that Ed's solution _uld

never work and that he, Chet, as ship's doctor, should treat this "dangerous"

man with chemicals am_ hypnosis. _aere f_ a dispute between Chet and

AI (the then captain) cc_carnlng Jurisdiction over the man and his _rk

schedule during the medical ther_pyo A va_ue consensus emerged to the

effect that the man's Job m_st have been too hard for him. Here we notice

the dissipatian of Ed's (confer) suggestion and a preference for

scientific (medical) ex_ertlse--a result that may reflect the Ss' sensitivity

to physical canfinement and that may mean that Ed, the participant with the

most status, was able (as we observe_ elsewhere) to exert persuasion only

by incorporating the views of two or more of the others into his proposals°

To our surp_se_ the Ss respomded laccmical_ to the question of

what _ties the subjects in the next Penthouse experiment ought to have°

_i said he didn't think "subjects _ to wash dishes," "That's what the

keepers [sic] are.p__id for." Qmesti_s were rs/sed about the physical

arrangements with twelve men in the Penthouse. Ed then recommended that

there should be a place that is absolutely private and that "desk drawers
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should not be capable of being violated by a_yone else but the _ersc_

whose _Lesk it is," He referre_ to these things as common courtesy. A1

sho_ some concern about regulating the use of the teleph_e; s_ the

session ended. C_Ar im_ression of the extreme passivity and regression of

the Ss was confiluned here end at other points hereafter, witness the dis-

interest of the Ss in the opportunity to draft a code, or at least express

strong feelings, on the matter of their own immunities and the protection

of their psychic space (a topic about which, all the other evidence indi-

cates, they were deeply concerned).

In the ne_ formal session the case of Uo S. v. Holmes (26 Fed° Caso

360, 1852) was presented and the subjects _:z_ asked to decide it as though

they were a court of appeal. _he case involves the c_ssic dilemma of self-

preservation in a sw_ s_i overloaded lifeboat° _le Ss were at pains to

discov__r what became of the captain (who escaped in the Jolly-boat, aban-

doning the passengers anl part of the crew) and to emphasize that the

defendant I Holmes, had gone out of his way to save a woman with child°

They deemed the _,_ole situation "terrible3" especial_r the captain's be-

havioro They tentatively suggested that the. crew sho_Lld not have preceded

the passengers in the longboat at all. A couple of frivolous comments

were tendered. Ne were aake_ to restate the facts° 3oh alle_d that he

first understood that the defendant had not used force to throw some of

the psssengers to a watery death. It was observed that there were more

than twice as many passengers as crew in the boat. The familiar technique

ad i_.orantiam--here_ that certain crucial facts ware missing_ such that

the S_ coul_ not possibly be expected to form a moral Judgment--was used°

They ultimately, after an umAsually long 8Ed intent debate, decided that

Holmes should be acquitted and that he should be comp_-nsated for his nine
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mo_ths in jail aw_iting trial@

The Ss _ re_-soning in the Holmes case _s marked3_ pro-defendant;

they produced numerous arguments to show that others _re as guilty or more

guilty hhan Holmes, and that Holmes had no genuine choice in the matter°

That is, they avoided attacking directly the proposition that Holmes per_

formed the act ch_ged and that the act was p_lai_ illegal. We refer to

this decisional t_chnique--compmrable to the indirect proof in geometry--

as decision b_ i_iirection: T_e denial of the chief allegation and its

submergence by "parading the horribles." It is also nota_orthy that the

arguments allud2_ not at all to legalisms and strict constructionism--the

principles invoked, were those of equity, mercy, and comparative i_uocence-w

out of motives (winsuppose) of self-interest and identification _Ith the

accUS_o

_e Ss were aake_ to act as a conciliation board in drafting a rule

for the subsequent exit. be problem _s stated as one of inspection

by the Director for health am_ fire damgers. Hypothetically, the Director

might want to look through all the Ss' personal affects from time to time.

This notion was, of course, resisted strongly. The predominant feeling

_s that these would be phom_ reasons for invading their privacy° No one

took the position that the inspection would promote their general _alfare.

The rule agreed upon unaulmously, after a quick c_romise an details, was

that the Director shoul_ be able to inspect visually the closets, drawars,

etc. at pre-arrs_ times; however, each S should have a footlocker or

box _ere no one else could looko The motive here appears high_ defensive

of their psychic space; and the technique, agaim, is fiat, demylng the

legitimacy of the conflicting claim amd treating the opposing interest as

an unfair and shameful Impositiomo The decisicmal canon seems consistently
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to be l[bertsriam and anti_respomsible.

The famous case of Re_Lua w Dudle M and Stephens (QoB_, i884) was

sSated an_ it elicited several concrete questions from the Ss° The

_/estlous pertaimed to %_e exact ccm_Itiom of Parker (a cab_u boy devo,/red

bY the defemdamts twenty drays after the capsize of their yacht) at the time

he was killed, the length of time the perpetrators had been without food,

amd why they had not waite_ for the Isaguishimg boy to die before putting

the knife to hi_ In the order given, the opinions were:

Bob: Reduce the death sentence to life in prison;

Ghet: Acquit the defemdants;

Ed: Find them guil_y but refuse to sentence;

AI: Reduce the death sentence to ten years each.

We declsre_ that the death penalty would stan_ because the Ss did not

present a majority o_imiam. _his maturally sca_zed them and they

insiste_ on debat_Lug the case further° Bob procea_ed to revise his opinic_

so that it agreed with Al's; C_ _ Ed comt_uued to assert that the con_

victior: be rever_d, Chet going so far as to argue that Dudley and Stephens

had sa_i three lives° A1 then changed his opinio_ to agree with Chet and

Edo WE: discussed the actual a_al and _Aeen Victoria's commutation° Bob,

who had thus been voted down by the other three, began to lose his temper

as they applauded the Queen's decision. It is of interest that Al, of

lower status than Chet amd E_ and a close frieml of one of them, made the

accc_mK_lation that produced the majority and that he di_ so after Bob had

compromised in hi___sdirection (thus isolating Bob in a painful_ obvious

way s_! recapitulating _hat was going on informall_ in the group every ds_7)o

Once s_ain, we see the near-complete denial of _mLilt amd responsibility.

The decisional technique is a fairly uns_orned one of leadership and coalition--
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of Bob, based his position on lending Bob some initial lateral support

and (later) on the admission of Ed that the defendants were somehow "for-

really" guilty after all. Ed, here in such a position _at he had to guess

how to shape a majority opinlan (ass___s_s_s_s_s_s_s_he designed _ influence AI),

cleverly took a position close to the more popular Chet and left the door

open tc Al's conservatism (by finding the defendants "formal/y" guilty).

We, pleased with the responsiveness of the Ss to legal materials,

continued to pres,_nt cases as if to a supreme court on appeal. The case of

.Rachel v. Oklahoma (107 P.2cl 813, 19_0) involved a conviction for outraging

public morals by virtue of a white woman"s being intimate _rlth a colored

man in the latter_'s apartment (the police peeping through the window shade)° 12

The Ss were unanimously outraged at the conduct of the Oklahoma City Police°

As in earlier cases, the Ss showed the desire to reach beyond the parties

and puzish those _Jho were "really" at fault° (The direction of this bias

was to punish, if anyone, the authorities. ) Although they were unanimous

in disn_ssing the charges, Ed (the leader at this point) distinguished him-

self by stating r_._asonsof policy relevant to the legal issues in the case.

The Ss were next given Brova v. U.S. (256 U.S. 335, 19"21), a case

on the right of self defense and the necessity of retreat. The Ss con-

sidere_ all sides of this case in a craftsmanllke fashion. Bob, as he often

did, s_Ad that the issues were too complex for him to decide; he went on to

condemn t_e deceased for being hot tempered and suggested that the defendant

should have quit his Job rather than run the risk of tangling with the de-

ceased, a co-worker. He votel to sustain the conviction. Chet voted to

reverse, as di_ Fd and AI. Bob was once more peevish at having been out-

voted; Ed was again most articulate in fashioning his opinion° The technique

12This case and several others used by us were taken from Edmund C_m,

The Moral Decision.
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used by the majority _s the standard juridical device of restating hhe

facts so that they more clearly flt the rule {self-defense)o The byplay

suggests that they identified with the killer and not with the deceased

(who h_1 p_.ovoked the scene and attacked Brown _th a !_mlfe)o Chet and A1

mentioned the pos_ibillty that Brown, by carrying a gun in his coats may

have planned to kill the deceased all along; but their decisional canon

was one of self-defense, honor, and individualism.

_Pne Ss were asked to decide the case of the harlot_s child _I Kings 3),

_nere King Solomon threatens to sever the child and declares, after the

outcry of one of the harlots, '_Ehenlet her have it." The Ss did not take

to the ambiguity of "her", nor to the idea that the one who did not relent

might have been the mother. One S raised +_he clever pleading-point that

the child is long since deed so there is no controversy. The consensus

appeared to be that it _as less important :_ho the true mother was than

that the child should live. This llne of argument was initiated by Ed,

the hi_hest-status S, after an interlude of punning and talk about eating

the child.

RochSn ..v.. Califo_ia (342 U.S. 165, 1951), a e_se of stomach pumping

by the police to recover narcotics swallowed in their presence, appalled

the Ss. They proved to be very touchy on the subject of search and seizure

generally, and they argued at length with -as as to the ri@ht of police to

break into a dwelling house and who should pey for broken doors and windows°

Three of the Ss would have reversed the decision on the ground that, even

with a search war.vant_ the police have no ri@ht to invade the body. The

fourth based his reversal solely on the lack of a search warrant. None ad-

dressed himself to the legalistic arguments, introduced by us, that the law

of California and of the land (Wolf v. Colorado) at that time permitted the
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admission of illei_ally-ob_ined evidence. A1, like the concurring

justices in Rochi_, conceived of the case as one of imvolumtary confession.

The course of this decision led Bob, the most disscma_t of the Ss, to

express_ with some antagonism, sentiments far removed from those of the

others, but later moving closer to the others. 13

In a session devoted to the overall topic of sim/lation, it was Ed

who acted as spokesman and who said he wo_td be %utl//ng (as a scientist on

a space expedition) to plant the U. No fla@ (m another planet and claim the

planet for the U. N. The others indicated that they would prefer to stick

to their scientific roles and not perform political acts. (Bob said he did

not re@ard the U. N. as sufficiently repre3entative of the world community. )

T_e Ss were next asked to consider an imaginary libel case, wherein

one mayoral candidate in the heat of the ca_2aign accused the other of

being a Cc_mm_st and the other replied that his rival was a homosemaal.

At once the Ss discounted both the libels on the grounds that they were.

part of campaign oratory, not to be taken too seriously. They also tended

to insist that the charges were _ d_ma_ing, that the penalty for one

should be visited on the other as well. 14 The two hiF_est-status subjects

decided "chat the cases should be dismissed am_ the litigants invited to

bring the_m again after the election; the other two Ss appeared to accept

this decision. Our protest, that these were libels and ought to be decided

now, was met with the su_estiom that we had invented the scenario and

could invent our own solutions.

l_e pref_iced his final opinion, somewhat obscurely, "O°K., this

being a very umpopular opimion, I'm still reversing the decision end

kickimg it out because of inadmissible evidence."

14We had posed the problem in such a way that the ome party had

suffered a loss of reputation and the other had lost his Job, as a result
of the defamations.
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We turned then to Frank v. _ (1359UoS. _60, 1959)-_a case of

penalizing a Baltimore householder for refusing to let health authorities

inspect his basement for rat infestation wl_out a see_ch warrant. Al

_contrary to our _xpectations) opined, that the health inspector should have

been permitted access to Mr. Frank"s baseme_nt, "I thirJ_ he had a right to

do so . . . as icing as he told him that this was part _f the law of the

state. '_ Even mo_ surprisingly, Chet and Ed went alon_ with this view (a

view wildly inconsistent with their general i_osition on personal privacy)

because '_ae._asn't asking entrance into the house to pry into personal

affairs, [but] he was asking entrance to the house for. a public concern,

Just as if a met_r man comes to read the meter . . ." AI agreed with a

reason advancer by Chet--that the officials had a right to inspect because

Mr° Frank was unable to control the rats allegedly on hls property and un_

able to confine them to his own lot. Bob, in effect, refused to state his

opinion, albeit giving the overall impression that he sided with the ma-

jority for different reasons. In elaborating their views the majority,

led by Ed, drift¢_l toward the position of Jailing Mr. Frank for a while

and searching his basement in his absence. The sole allusion to their

prior .':msistenceon individualism was E_'s remark that Mr° Frank's desire

to keep the authorities off his property _s "romantic," "a complete

expression of _ican indlvi@uslism to raise rats in one's cellar or

to prc_rlde places for homeless rats."

We regar_ this departure from their earlier thinking as probably

the product of t_o events: l) the quicknes_ of AI in expressing a strong

opinion against Mr. Frank, and the joining in his opizlon by Chet, thus

forcing Ed (Al's usual cohort) either to accept something of the sort or

to side with the perennially unpopular Bob; and, more importantly, 2) the
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content of the ca_e--hee!th end cleanliness--at e time in the experiment

%_en hypcchondria_is _ms much in evidence and wi_h individuals _ho were

rather fussy abo_t sanitation. The decisiomal technique, if _ understand

it rightly 3 _s one of pre-emption: key members of the group placed them-

selves squarely i_ e position which could not be repudiated by confreres

_ithout considerable embarrassment and/or realignments of the informal

coalitioms within the Penthouse.

We then reintroduced the bC]_othetic_rllibel case, specifying that

the election is over with and both mayoral candidates ]_rsist in their

suits. After a spirited debate in which we _re pres_,_ to specify more

and more facts, tl_ree of the Ss decided to award damages to the cand/d_.te

who lost his job after being called a Comm_Jnist and no'hhing to the c_-

d2_te who was eal/ed a homosexual and lost his good name in the community°

The process of reaching this decision was so chaotic that we cannot charac-

terize the technique except to note that Eob switched his vote and said

he wou]_ "go aloz_g" after we elaborated our own theo_j of how the case

would I_ decided in a court of I_'.15

The formsl sessions _re thereafter called off for three _eeks out

of regard for the: fatigue of the Ss and because we neeled time to digest

the experience.

During the last %_.k of the experiment the cooperating four and one

of the two insurr_ctionary Ss volunteered to participate in a final

sessica. Whitn_,r Vo Californi a (274 U.S. 357, 1927) was presented in.-

volving the application of a criminal-syndlcalist law against a woman _o

15This procedure was not employed by us in other cases_ and was used

here only to salvage the hypothetical case from the confusion brought on
%_hen the Ss discredited all the testimony t_hat went to prove the 'defense

of tru+_ ' for the defendants.
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had fox_erly beer active in the Ccmmnist Labor Party_ The highest-status

member of this group of five Ss, Dave, led off by stating that he would

sustain Miss Whitmey's conviction; he was followed by a less popular S,

who agreed. _he third opinion was given by E_, the former leader of the

cooperating Ss, _'ho heated/_ defended Miss Whitney's right of free speech

and association. The next two Ss agreed with the first two, thus creating

a clear majority of 4-1. Then, in keeping with the literature on small

grou_ dynamics, the first speaker, Dave, switched his vote so as to

associate with t2Leother high-status confrere. Leaving his three supporters

high add dry, the status-leader decided he wasn't sure of his first vote

and wanted to chs_nge it.

Dave: Well, I'd real_ like to abstain on this issue.

DoSo: O.K., but you can't abstain.

Dave: I'll go with Ed; she's innocent. B_t fo_ the

reason she probably didn't actively advocate
violent means . . .

"But f<E the rea.lon was a phrase designed to salvage part of Dave's

earlier argument and to indicate that he was not merely following Edo

Dave and Ed looke_d momentarily exuberant; the others looked chagrined.

Following a rambling discussion of rules for the next Penthoume

experiment, this group of five was given .Skinner v. Oklahoma (316 U.S. 535,

1942). Skinner _as a chicken thief who was scheduled to be sterilized

under Oklahoma's habitual criminal act. The Ss went off on a seml-hysterical

phantasy about cl_ickens (bestiality) at first; then Dave stated categori-

ca//y, "You can't sterilize hiz_" _ suggested that there is no reason

to think that Skinner's children would be criminals. Other reasons were

offered, in an order roughly following the status-relations of the group,

_ay the sterilization would be cruel and senseless. .The opinion was
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unanimcus to reverse the low_r court's de_ision.

The decisimal technique in these last t_._ cases is fairly unin-

teresting because it merely involves the search for a rational basis on

_._ich to hang one's sentiments. It is interesting, however, that in ÷_e

second case nane :_fthe Ss spoke a _rd in defense of the statute, nor even

sp_culate_ what _ht have been the reasoning behind it. In the first

case, their stron_ feelings for individuality and privacy were probably

in abeysnce becau:_ of the alleged association of Miss Whitney with bomb-

in_s and prospective violence; it was not until Ed developed the distinc-

tion between advo_acy and action that Dave considered shifting sides. The

disapproval of vi_xlence is very likely related to the fear of violence in

the ccafine_ microsociety (see the references to murder_ suicide, bombing,

etc. in the Narrative )o

Imfcemal_ A_vertent Deci signs

We shall n_r_ describe some decision_ that the group msde with eyes

open but outside _e structure which we or the Director provided. In

deference to c_.m lau_, we shall designate deliberations as first-

order decisions a_d acts _hich require an_,_cedent (noa-verbalized) decisions

as second-order d_cisions. Near_7 all our discussion here will be of

first-order decisioas.

Frank, the more forward of the two :_turnees, responded to the

Director's invitation to decide how many cups of co_fee the Ss wauted by

recommending tO his peers six cu_s per day. The others appeared to accept

this; and, by a d:_cisional process which we _ere unable to discover, the

Ss were all consu:_Ln_ six cups beginning the next day. It seems likely

that Frsnk_s sugg_stion was followed impli_.itly in the absence of coun$_ro
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proposals and because of precedence and Job-seniority. We call this

technique the defeasible ix_'o_osa.l--a choice which becomes vested with

finality if unc_'_dicted within a reasonable time.

_a enters _ leaves the dining roo_ often--as if to check the TV

programs. Our impression is that he cannot resolve the dilemma of whether

and how to deal with the staff and his fellow Ss. Another second-order

decision we observed the first week was the attempt of Dave to teach A1

a certain card gs:_e (an endeavor having interesting inadvertent consequences

for the AIo_I fri_ndship ax_ on the fo_natlan of the Dave-Frank-AI-Ed

clique).

On the questlon of where to locate the TV set, Frank a_ain employs

the defeaslble proposal technique, coupled with the assertion that it would

be stupid to place it anywhere else. Two Ss who had weakly expressed other

preferences gave in to Frank.

The reuse to the rule li:ttin_ the number of visitors was, as we

remarked l_fore, spontaueous an_ evasive of s_ ex=han_E of privileges:

the total quota for all six Ss (i.e. 2 12 visitors) could be used by any S

if unused visitors were still available. We do not Enow who designed this

16
solution; our impression is that it was a tacit strategy. A second

example of tacit agreement (linked with a _efeasihle proposal) is the

decislc_, heralded by Frank, that they would si=p_v divide their winnings

fr_ experimental games evenly, regardless of _at team won or lost.

Ed was observed uslng Frank's technique in connection with selecting

TV programs: He would announce that a good program was about to come on

, ii i

for the analysis of tacit bsr_ain_.
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and he would turn to that channel after a period of grace. At this stage

of the experiment (the second week), we did not know what would happen if

the announcement _8 disputed. On another occasion, when Ed had t_vned on

_he TV to watch a favorite movie, D_ve and Frank offered opinions about

the quality of the movie and supported Ed's choice before the others.

Bob made an ambigcous remark about the movie, which _s passed over by the

others. We begin to see a system of maJox_ty rule emersing, with the votes

_ighted a bit in terms of status.

In some w_vs the routine hardened into a system of rights, preroga-

tives, and _urls_.ctions by sheer force of habit. For instance, Ed's ad-

verse possession of the TV at a certain hour to watch a show he "always"

watches is ceded _ Chet, with much to-do, for the limited and express pur-

pose of watching a special program. Under.lying this explicit concession

there are probably some meanings having to do with making Chet a gift and

"recognizing" him as a creditable member of the in-group (see Narrative,

Fifth Week). The "customary" rules have become sufficiently well established

to dictate (i.e., to foreclose) decisions in some contexts and to force

consultation in others. _us_ Frank very respectfully asks Dave's and Ed's

permission to turn on the TV set at a time when the living room is usually

quiet, whereas Ed is seen changing channels during normal viewing time

without announcin_ his int_n2tions in advance (the others were reading or

othe:Ylse inattentive).

A1 was v_ much conaerned to discuss U_. S. v _olmes with us, revealing

a technique of decision _ s_probati_. This was Al's standard tactic in

dealing with authorities. It involves the well-known process of hintin_ at

one's sentiments, waiting for the other's assurance, revising one's professed

sentiments to suit the assurance_ awaiting further assurance, a_i so on. All
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their specialized relations with one another and with particular staff

members.

The detern_nation of _here to go on an outing was left in doubt

after Frank declared he would _ go to the park. Feeble dissents and

alternatives were expresS. When the ds_ of the outing arrived, all the

Ss were in agree_:nt that they would go to the park; w_ do not know how

this consensus wa3 achieved°-it looks to be another example of the de-

feasible proposal stated with sufficient force that no one wants to provoke

the tu_leasantnesz that will ensue from strongly advocating another program

and trying to per_usde Frank and others to compromise. It is noteworthy

that Frank, manifestly the most d/sturbed and d/stressed by decisions and

interpersonal eonfllct, is so clever in forcing his preference on the group

and in forestalling _nuine debate.

A1 vlolat_i custom to the extent of moving the TV into one of the

bedrooms so that _e and a visitor could watch it there; this was done after

asking if "anyone would mind." No one seemed to.

The decision in the eleventh week to go on another outing to the

park is chiefly t_Je doing of AI_ who most urgently wants to get out,

"amywhere_" The decision as to wher_..._eein the park to go is left initially

to Dave, but at the last moment _ and Frank induce him to alter it slightly.

This is an instance of the veto-power of status-equals and the mmre asser-

tive high-stat_s Ss.

The most direct rebuff we observed smang the Ss was between two of

near-equal status_ where one was clo__1_ allied and present with his buddy,

the most popular S_ When A1 asserted he wanted to see a certain TV program

at a time when _amk and Dave were wretching another program, Frank said

emphatically: "Forget it'" AX proceeded to debunk the program he had _mted
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position. Dave, _ibhout acknowl_Igi_ this ex_hsmge,chsagel the tele-

vision to the cha_melhe and (we presume) Frsak wa_te_ all alom@. This

Job was executed _u an altogether tough m_uner; we suspected that the

program that Frank and Dave wanted was the one they usually watched at that

hour, a_i that A1 wanted to innovate. If so2 this is one of a number of

examples of the _orce of priority in time.

Y_vert_t Decisicm s

We refer _Iterally to all the Ss' behavior which is not either a)

automatic ar strongly habi_te_ or b) the product of deliberate choice and

reflection. In ether words, we mean here to discuss the observed behaviors

which loglcal_y I_st have been produced by a whole ranse of dim, semi-

conscious, unconscious, cs_cious, intuitive, and unwitting or inexpressible

choices. Since ,_,hisclass of decisions is too large (not because it is

immune from scientific analysis)_ we shall only address ourselves to those

inadvertent deci_;ions that bear directl_ on what we conceive to be the

intra-gro_ d_:_c. That is, we are passing over those non-deliberative

behaviors which _ mainly reflexive or appear to be aimed at the staff. 17

(The behavior that cores under this rubric may or may not have been

performed wittin_ly. We do not mean to m_gest that *_he Ss were not aware

of what they did in all these instances, though that might be the ease. We

only mean to say that these behaviors involved decisions but were not per-

petuated as decision-making. )

I ii In . ;_ii_nm,mUll,,

i70n the question of which behaviors by human beings have ascertain-

.able social meanings that can be deduced by the participant-observer, see
the i_-_lSu:l.]o8 esssys of Ervim_ _, or the worEs of George Herbert Mead

and. social-psychologists of that stamp.



Frank's cor_iuct at the "last supper" (see Narrative) set the stage

for a kind of del_nquency and immaturity that was zmxchin evidence later.

_le explicit remazlcsof A1 and Ed also indicated that they did not intend

to act too re_ponEible and that they would not need to. We regard these

acts as notice of intention to regress. Circumspectly, the Director and

the staff are beiz_g told, e.g., through Frank's cutting up and playing _rlth

a yo-yo during the briefing_ that he intends to be uncooperative in a certain

style. Many exploratory sets (so_call_ "testing" of authority) are under-

standable as inadvertent decisions to meet the _ue process requirement of

"notice."

Likewise, }lob's (t_pica_) aggressive presentation of his role in

the Free Speech M_vement is his way of determining where he stands with us.

The underlying decision is a tactical one: to attack our apparent position

rather than _mlx_ the risk of exposing his own anclhaving it ridiculed.

Bob thereby puts us on notice that he is a daring and even radical fellow

. o . a word to tle wise.

Dave's warz_ing, that the formal sessions would prove to be a struggle

and the only question was who would break whom, _ms a self-fulfilling

prophecy, since he was the leader of the Ides of March insurrection. His

announcement or de,finltic_-of-the situatic_ as one of "breaking" one another_

was a subliminal _ay of putting the whole company on notice of his secret

and proJecte_ int_:ntions. That was eminently fa/rj from his standpoint 3

since he did not _ee himself as provoking the struggle and since (on another

level) he had thus given us clear warning of how he intended to respond to

this _roJected) 1_hreat. His dec-laration_ within the hearing of the other

five Ss_ also can be considered a bid for leadership (and_ indeed_ he did

emer_ as leader of one of the two delinquent subcultures).



A similar interpretation can be ms_eof Frank's behavior in saying

out loud that th,_ questicmmalre was "absurd." Frank went _ren further,

telling us that the questionnaire wou_ show him (Yrauk) to be an anarchist

and that his rea,::tionto things he didn't like was to blow them up. That

is, Frank decia_:_ to tell the other Ss an_ us that he _s preparin£ to

withdraw from o_:.part of the experiment au_. that, if his retreat were im-

peded, he Just mS ght bec_e violent. (Hi_ publicized phantasies were often

about becoming _olent, though he never @td. ) This variety of imdavertent

decision is reminiscent of the defeasible proposal, except here it is placin£

others on notice as to a course of action which one intends to pursue uni-

laterally; the o'_hers are indirectly "in,lied" to follow suit; hence, we

call it an i nv tational decision.

Al's Joke that he might not "want" to cooperate with us is of a

piece with Dave'.._end Frank's acts. Al's rationale was that the question-

naire was too hmxl and that the questions were meaningless. He withdrew

his "_oke" (as h,_.did his threat not to participate in experimental g_mes)

when we express_I regret and ramimded him that he didn't know what we were

testing. His pl(;_ is a form of blackmail t_at we call an exploratory

varlet).

The deliberate decision in the first week to v_ the visitin£ rule_

to let Ed's frie_Jd see him before leaving town, may have had an inadvertent

aim as well: E_ burst in on two of us to make his demand, and we in turn

called the DXrector at his home to get his decision. There _re several

latent contingent parts to this event: it put us in the position of a)

being mean add refUsing a "reasonable," i_nocent request, or b) making a

decision to infrin@e the rules on our own authority (i.e., segmenting the

hierarchy of authority), or c) acting as _'s intermediaries with the
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Di_'ector, or d) :i.nsistingthat Ed himself call the Director (Joe.:

stepping out of __.e chain of command)° Th:_s intrlca+_ %echrJoque---_n

analogue of the "double hind" that Gregory Bateson obseI_ed in the relation

of schlzophrenic ,;hii_Irento their mothers_.-ma_v be inadwertentiy meant as

a generalized cha!lenge to the authority s:i'stem. Such challenges are made

regularly, especi_lly when one is adapting to a new sittmtion, to ascertain

the state of the _ystem.

Frank's denunciation of the rules s_ prediction that "they" are

going to cut :'the_.rown throats" is so sim_.lar to previous examples as to

req,Aire no further:_ comment. His performau_:e was in the presence of Dave

and _as aimed at ._xaeof us, suggesting tha_; he may have been speaking Dave's

mind as well, or ._eeking Dave's approval, _ad putting his protest into the

information syst_n at a point a good safe "_[istancefrom the Director.

During the third week we experienced a fairly endemic exhibiting

of fantastic clai_as to status: emperor, p_esident, pol_._, king_ deity, etc.

This may have been compen_atory, since it _s done by those in the middle-

to-bottom of the _tatus-ladder, who perhap:3 felt they could afford to Joke

about it. The episode also served to put one another on notice that the

claimant d/d not ._=ES_ accept his undisti2_uished position in the Penthouse

social system; an_., at the seine time, that he ackn_led_i his additional

claims as slightl_" ridiculous. Following _ffmau, _ view this behavior

as a kind of "fac_._-work,"i.e., an endeavor to rehabili_mte the self after

an infringement on one's antecedent dignity _amd psychic space)° We call

the decision to reaffirm one's value in the face of altered status a dis-

_ociative decision (what _3o_ calls "role distance").

Frank was not the sort of person fr_mm whom one "ought to put up

with" constant meal-time chatter. AI, Just below him _ the status-ladder,
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essays to shut him up. AI was near_j_ as t_Ikative amd a good deal wittier.

A rather serious engagement ensued a_i resulted in a stA_ndoff. We see this

as a variant on the cb,lle_-to-the-system technique, directed inwardly

at the structure of the group I and as a bid for help frcu the others in

 utting Fran his ("fiStful") place ( rdinate to Al).

The brief dispute over the Ss' "right" to remove their icag umder-

wear-tops while s_ubathimg involved not only the question of sunning oneself,

but also the matter of separatimg "essential" frc_ "inessential" rules.

The Ss, partly _ cues from staff members _u_ipartly by fiat, decided which

rules were expendable end to what degree. This decisi_ was accepted

slowly over days and weeks and was based on numerous little tests (i.e.,

reasonable and innocent nibblings) of the state of the rules.

Ed's furious reaction to the request to ccq_lete one of the psycho-

logical tests can be seen as another event in this sequauce of rule-

nibbli_. Ed had_ to be surej strop8 personal motives for wanting out of

the stressful chores; but it is significant that his temper-tantrum was

enacted in fromt of four other Ss a_ two staff members° There is an in-

teresti_ psrallel here with the Boeing study_ 18 where the Ss "defined"

the psychological monitoring as expendable. Allowing for _'s hypersensi-

tivity, his outburst probably c_ntai_ something of the frustration that

all the Ss felt ebout the no_-ph_iological work.

Dave's end Frank's antias d_.ng c_ of the visiting hours has

already been interpreted as rule-nlbhling (the saga of the parapet rule)

and as competition for the visitors' attention. _eir behavior is_ at c_e

and the same time, an infantile response to the expansiem of the Penthouse

, J

Boeing Ccm_e_, Manned Environmental System Assessment,
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social system and an assertion of disdain _ud daring (for the benefit of

their peers).

It f!
Ed'8 ab__enting himself _._r__mthe _..r,;_+_'__._. _ _-__,,_4_o_.o,._J ÷_ _._j

watch_ the _ (sans sound) we take to be an assertion of immunity and

innocence. It also puts the Director on notice that he is depriving Ed

of a _"_ show that he wants bad/_ to see (a masochistic _ambit). M_)stly,

we suspect, it means to advertise that he had __atever to do with

thrm_Ing water o_em the parapet onto passing women.

By the middle of the experiment, the Ss' testing of the medical

routines took the form of "fargetti_" and clumsiness. It may soum_ odd to

call this a k_ of decisiQzz, but _z refle_.tion it appears to be purposive

behavlo_ and em understandable avenue for expressing the exasperation pro-

duce_ by u_relieved confinement sad a miz_um/m diet. This decisional tech-

nique we refer to as selective _inattemtiom, meaning the unwitting determi-

nation to neglect a duty. It is am important and easily overlooked part of

rule-degradatiom.

The Ss' tasking in falsetto voices_ com_lalning about the food at

specific times, and fancying v_rious criminal and sexual activities, have

well established psy_hologicsl meanings which we pass _zer here. It is

noteworthy that these behaviors ere also vehicles for asserting claims of

daring, leadership, delinquency, wit, and other allotropes of prowess,

as between peers.

Frank's feud over opening and closing the door to the treadmill room

is a function more of the m_ker of the off_g "noise' than of the noise

itself. It is Dsve_ his b_ who is (he later c_m_lains in our presence)

"st_mping" on the treadmill in the same zoom "with "the heed nurse. Frank's

choice (of feuding, rather than removing himself to a _zleter area) suggests
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that he found some kind of advantage to becoming embroiled (as he often did)

_rith the nurse. Secondarily, it was a way of protesting the nurse's affilia-

tion with Davm; and finally, it was a dafau_e of Frank's quiet enjoyment of

his customa_-y space in the li-_ng room. We call this l_yerimg of social

meanings wlth a single act decisional condensation.

The emforcement of certain dietary ,_ales (e.g._ rinsing the cup clean)

met, as we reported above, with the response that they would do it only if

it was "an order." This reaction was rapid, spoataneous and indignant. Be-

neath it (we hypothesize) was an instantaneous decision to comply ere l) in-

forming the dietition that they did not do _o _Llling_y, 2) treating the

enforcement of the rule as a noxious imposition for which they ought to be

further compensated (anoth__r masochistic gsmbit), 3) bolstering the solidarity

of the peer-group, and 4) further testim6 the coherence and strength of the

rule-fabric.

Frank's complaints about the sociometric tests, which asked about

friendships and likings vithin the group, r__flect his concern with his

psychic space. Our assent to his refusal to ans_mr some of the questions

presumably gratified his decision to take a stand, at this time and place,

on the issue of how far we shoul_ be able to enter into his private world.

This class of substantive decisions we call identity decisions (this is me,

that is you), which are, as everyone kmows or learns, also susceptible to

defeasamce and mistake of fact. Chef's deceleration that he intended to

scalp everyome with his b(x_le km_e at the end of the experiment may be

viewed as auohher kind of defense of imterests in personality--in this case,

as retaliation for all the little incursions into his private space.

Ed's outbttrst of temper, d_ing which he threw his birt2_ay cake

over the parapet, has personal meanings that we shall not bring out here.
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From the group's _tandpoint, it is interesting that _ destroyed food that

_as not food (a _laster-cf-paris cake), a _ra_iulent delicacy, a symbol of

their deprivatiozs, a _arker of passing (_sted_) time, a reminder of the

Outside and of the freedom of Outsiders. _t is all the more interesting

that Bob falselx l-eported the cake landed on and dsmaged a car below (like

a bomb). This s_ple act appears to have been a symbolic repudiation of a

nu_oer of things.

The aborted or play-actlng quality of the cake incident is also

visible in Dave's being caught trying to l_ave the building at night: This

bek_avior expresses his desire to walk out on the experiment (something he

_ms free to do a_ any time) in such a maz_mer that he would probably get

caught, and _th _ae apparent intention of returning anyhow. It thereby

becomes a threat of what Dave might do and at the same _ another

challenge to the rule-system.

Imitations of wolves, gorillas, lions, and other auimals by the Ss

suggest the notion of a totem animal into which one is being transfor_

by the strangeness of the environment. T_ imitations contain an accusa-

tion, '_Look what you have brought us to," and a disclaimer, "It's not me

that _nts to attack the dietitian." We regard these and numerous other bizarre

and zany behavioz_ as containing dissociative decisions.

The rest;ion of four-handed card _mmes, like the reversion to a

more civilized me:al-time routine, shows an increase in gro_ solidarity

such as the Ss csn afford toward the end of the experiment. The ander3_ing

decision here, we hypothecate 2 is a basic strategy of affiliation that de-

pends on a large numbar of factors, especially the prospective 1-etrieval

of their imdlvidusl psychic spaces status _uo ante. The increase in

"groupiness" is, obviously, the conse_uenc_ of abandoning cocooning behaviors
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as the pressure of the confinem_mt relaxes.

_amerous other ircidents amenable to interpretation as inadvertent

decisions are neglected here (but see the Narrative)_ because they _uld

only be redunaaz_t of the preceding polnt_.

Dissectlz_g the course of our Ss' decisions, as we have Just tried

to do_ in lelsur_ and celd blood, may leave the false impression that

their decisions _re habitually artless _nd neGgtiveo The scope of o_

inqui1_ has not _ermitted us to reveal the fuller meanings of the Ss'

behavior or to a_reclate adequately the altruistic aspects of their _rill-

ingness to cooperate _Ith us ate. These soulful qualities cs:mot be

reported Justly_. they must be seen and e_:periencedo It is this very

element of awe and fatefulness in individual decisions that we have to

pass over silently.



CHAPTERV

_ISION _ _IO_: __E III

The preceding chapter sets forth our general approach to the ana_sis

of decisions. In Penthouse Ill we dld not purpose to interest the Ss in ex-

perimental games. Z__ we c_nentrated our efforts _ the decldlng of

actual legal cases within a format of rotating roles: pro, con, and

decision-reeker.

Rather _ reiterate the laborious a_lysis of Chapter IV, our pre-

sentation of decision-making in Penthouse III is fairly abbreviated and

schematized.

_e _nva_tve of Penthouse IIl (Cha_ter Ill) relates the details of

the cases to which we now refer.

Architectonlcally, the declsl_s of all but one of the original

twelve to stsy o_ and to cooperate with the ex_arlment is the most i_pressive.

Qualitatively t it is no_ dlffere_t fran the same decision of the _ouse XI

Ss. Stylistically, however, it was worlds s_Lrt. The twelve were far mo_e

visibly committed to the regimen; they were less its %ictlu" and more its

collaborators. We _ttrlbute this dlffermnce to the relative durations, the

'_acatlo_" a_mozphere of Penthouse III, a_ the variant ¢3arac_rs of the

Ss. What is striking is the dlfTerence in technique: _e six _

with sullen resi_natic_ as if to e_act addltic_sl psychological rewards for

their sacrifice. _e twelve en_ured with a mu_h more patient, _ptix_stic_

and responsible mien. Both groups were free to leave at a_ time, albeit

the six ware paid on a _tuear sce2_ and the twelve were paid near_y everyth_n_



for the last week (an _t which itself coul_ have been, but _ms not,

made into an "Injustice").

.a._ther !_._-term a_ecisic_--=e_-_d by ¥_in Stow in Chapter VII

in statlstlcel terms--was the _ _ with_ra_m1: napping, sunbathing,

sitting alone, "concentrating" o_ _,_rk proJects_ or _w_xped pasaively. The

twelve engaged in these behaviors in a highly regularized and controlled _,

varying of course, from person to person. We suppose that with four men to

a 1_droom these (one is tempted to sa_ "scheduled") withdrawals were all the

more essential to the Ss' health. Sis rhythm of socializing and withdrawin_

is no doubt larse_7 unconscious, but none the less a decisien of the utmost

moment to the fate and stru_ure of the extolment.

The demsnd of two or three of the twel_e for more exercise had been

discussed over dinner. As the discussic_ expanded after dinner, i_ vas clear

that two or three also opposed additional vi@crous e_ercise. Hence, an issue

for decislon. As Mr. Stow obaerved, "No c_e questioned the si_e-veto pro-

vlslon implied by Dr. Ms,sen," i.e., the _ of the decision was accepted

as Wi_i_ end sub_ec_ to his _urisdlction _cf. _he later flatus in_llTeC-

tlon). The acceptance of this e_it_on __ _e willin_ess to _ecmm_ate

dissenters meent tha_ the solutio_ was o_ fc_ proper. That is, the

Ss agreed to @et the "seine" amount of e_erclse only after they had a6reel

that each cou_ do _hate_ a_d as uAch as he walrted. _is sort of decision,

when the antecedent rule is stretchea out of sha_e to preserve or obtain

i__ consensus, we call a consensus-declarati_c_. I_ is not a decision

at all, in the n_ sense (of sacrificing pa_t of a conflict), but an

h_-hanaed le_s_at_on of _ Z_ into role-a__ss.

The Hi-Fi Dia_ute _as (cc_e_ enou_ in its own right) closer to

the simple _ratic model of ccafllct-resolutiou--a vote is taken az_ the
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is supported by the fact that the maneuver of _ettin_ him to chair the

meeting without having a vote, was advanced by one of the (soclometricall7)

higher status SBo Here _roUP solidarity came into play again t end it was

insisted that everyone, including the chairmen, must have a vote. _he

caucusing of the Gemini Ss--the only e_le of moiety cce_etitlon _e have-_

was interpreted at the time by Mr. Stow as an attempt of one Gemini S to

minimize the influence of another. It was, in an_ ease, evidentl7 resented

by some of the Ss, especially by the man whose choice did not receive the

agreed upon caucus su_rt. This effort at maJorlty-fixing and -manipulat_ug

fell I we surmise, before the Jug_ of group solidarity. Such a con-

clusi_ is better su_ by the TV Dispute_ which occurred that same weeko

The TV Dispute arose because conflicts of interest had led to the

enunciation of three i_eo.logLes of vlewing: i) the preemption school (once

_o_ Is watch_ a program he _ be a_le to finish), 2) the ms_orA-

tarlan _hool (the greater mmber should _e sa_sr_ed), ana 3) the contrac-

tual _hool (_e _hedule ahould _ a_ed up_ in _vance)o A me_Ing

called to settle the conflict: That Is, the Ss perceived that there was no

acceptable wa_ to Set a favorable decisi_ with present techniques amd that

the solidarity of _he assembled _roup might possibly extrude a decision (or

some collateral benefit) for the_

_e s_bstantlve declsio_ In the TV Dispute entailed a certain amount

of question-be_Ing, since a) i_ reverted to the former, presumably cenfllct-

_e_, modus v_, a_ b) it _ to the m_orlt_ the de__i_ of

allowing the mi_mmi%V "a special pro_am" _ they (the ma_orlt_) felt it

_mrranT_d. Like so _ declsi(ms in everyds_ llfe_ this is not so much a

•eCisio_, aS mz a__ of _i_es. Tn f_is case, it is a ri_zix_

of the majority posltic_ into pan-grou_ consensus. We call this e_ercise in
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decislon-_ a solidarity-invocation becmme it is a capitulation by

t_e dissidents that the instaut dis_Ate is not so Impor_t as cohesion of

society, at that poixlt in time end with those opticals.

As to the catalogue of z_le-e_oalon and -violation in C_ter IXX,

it is no_ that the rules _ cheZlem_ed in some sort of order,

_ua3_V and acca=_i_ to a strate_ of c_sel_g o_ the (to them) "ob-

vious_" rid£cuLlou_ rules first, The_e was, _x_ver, a degree of s_eciali-

zatlon (as In Penthousell) so that, e.g., the more c_ delinquentor Ill-

controlled Ss will violate more _rlous rules in the presence of more a:ut,hori-

tative staff (polite Ss tended towa_ errors in la_ and quibbles or

"Jokes" with minor staff). _e rules in _nthc_ l_ (also in the I_ede-

cessars) were chief_ attacked as £ollc_s: 1) the spirit is dis_she_

from the letter; and 2) t,be spirit is limited to a particular context. _his

technique is po_ in a_iance with a need to increase psychic space.

_us, it is possible _o sa_ tha_ the spirit of the telephone rule _eans

that one is not to _ske frivolous phone csdls durin_ the da_, at _A-ast not

when the staff needs to use the phone, at least not _nen someone_eeds the

phone ¢oz. an emergency (to be defined 1_ ee_ user). Or, it is possible to

en_a@e in _ood-falt_ cc_snce with the par_ ru_e, i.e., not to yank on

the par_, at least _ea people are in _esrby offices an_ might be alarmed

by their misperceptic_ of the dan_er, at Xeas_ not re_ssly, et_. This is

the _ knowa techniqueof rule_A_estion sad ad absurdum subversionso

The Ss' d_isio_ to a_cept _he Director's re_tion of their

cc_nsl aims c_ _ _th festered, _ehow, so as to provoke the insurrec-

tion of J_ 8_h. Wh_ eve_ _b.e ph_ seems _o be _ a _at_r of

individualpsycholo_, since one S _as co.promiseddur_ the _ 7th
/
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meeting end reJecte_ by his peers when he started to deliver a bill of

grievances to the Director. (We pause to com_ this challe_, which we

hi_iight by calling it "i_su_rectic_," with the a_ exiles of rtti_-

nibbling. _e insurrectionary approech is a airect cha_len@e to the authori-

ties, their legitimacy, their fidelity to The C_ntract, i.e., to the fc_ of

derived rules or their "co_itutic_" basis. ) _is S was able to revive

his co_ts, with the help of another mslcc_ut, _uring the meal after

the meting. _he success of the two Ss in _ettlng most of the others to

sign a petiti_ suggests to us not so much that the two were highly persua-

sive with their petition, as that they _ the latent ambivalence s_

regret of the Ss at having sacrificed their self- and gro_-_nterest to the

lar_r purpose and consensus. In other words, we take this __ insur-

rectionaz7 expression to be a measure of the intensity of self-preservative

instincts s_d anxieties smm_E otherwise well-ad_usted Ss in a cunfine_

society.* _ another perspectlve_ the insurrection cs_ be viewed as a

contest between _r-grou_ and hiera_ loyalties. It begins "tolook like

an iron law of cc_ _ts that peer-g_ solidarity is I_.

_e tactic of the instanter of the flatus insurrection was to mo-

bilize the peer _ by gent, tuB them t;o sign his petition in the order of

persuad.ibilit_. Four held c_t; and the insti_t_r re_c_ by aski_ them

to sen_ a letter, em_ _he grievances, to the staff: making them

t_ereby his a_s. _e_ countered by offeri_ to _ the I_ector to hol_

another meeting. Notice that so far the Ss have behaved as though the

central issue were the wa_ in _ich grievances oust to be presented; them

@

As Mr. Stew's re_ shows, this re_ectic_ of the Director _as

accomlmm_iecl by dissociative si_s: "]R_hln_ iS X_ hs_e_."
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have not squared off as two factions. The counter-ploy was especially

felicitous, as it permitted the quondem minority to emphasize that the

basis of the insurrection was highly differentiated and was not the flatus

experiment alone. The more this point was appreciated_ the more probable

it became that a new cmmensus--i.e., a new ordering of grievances and ac-

ceptable solutlons--could emerge. The Director used this state of affairs

optimally by putting the flatus issue las___ton the agenda, so that the more

legitlmate gripes had bead answered already. _he staff's exposition of the

flatus experiment was then accepted in good spirit: "Only the instigator

continued to express strong negative feelings." It may even be conjectured

that his continued opposition was for the purpose of saving face; in other

vordss he was not "sacrified " to the authorities by the Eroup to protect

the _ori_ of the Ss, fe_ he continu_l to _e reasonably solidar_ with the

other Ss 8_I himself rested his decisio_ In Re_u_a v. Dudle_ _ stephens

c_ that s_.i_tT.

It is ex__s_/ that the _nuine disaffections within t_e peer-

group lasted to the end, or almost to the end. One S had announced weeks

in advance that he _ to leave so soon as he l_assed the la_ dye-

marker; and he did. Sane of his fellow Ss s_ disapproved of this

_ecause they put store in the fellowship that wou_ be bad during the final

feast. Another _t anxious during this meal and left before it was over°

Other examples of fractice_lization and dissidence are too personal to

mention. We want to call attenti_, however, _o the fact that no such

affront to the group sentiment _a_ tolerated during the confinement.

B.

Turning to the formal sessi_ _ich we ourselves c_xlucte_ c_ a

series of le_sl eases and on two minca- simulations, we shall present the
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results of our content analysis of persuasion and persuadlbility in these

sessions, several colloqules frca the sessions to show the typical patterns

of persuasion, and some rough correlations bet_en declsion-making behavior

in f_ session and personality attributes.

The Penthouse III Ss, it uust be noted, were asked during the initial

interviews whether the_" had a_r obJectic.2 or reservation a_t partici-

pating in decislon-making sessions _hen they would _e required to take an

assisned role. Each had replied 'No,' _hus c<.mLitting himself in a way the

Penthouse II Ss ha_ not. Our design was to rotate _e roles of Pro_ C_,

add Declsion-msker as _ several S8 _I the same substantive decision.

This procedure would have glven us a _eat measure of the persuasion-potential

of each S with the others. In faetj we got scqething else again, because:

I) the aecoz_ _ nth time that the same case was prese_t_ for decision it

was no longer the same t_d_g--being nov famili_ a_ _Qring--a_ it was all

the more an artife_t I elicSting a sleep-walking performance from the Ss

solely to please the authors by going throu_ the motions. 2) Some or the

Ss resisted _ighti_7 the taking of roles, eve= thou@h this is familiar add

Innocuous actlvi_y, as _e_ knew _ high school debates or play-rea_o

The i_ssi_ _ _t Is that _e¥ fe_ that _hat t_ey _ald (it was being

transcribed) _ be "hela a_i_t" _ _ow or wou1_ %ouat aeainst"

the_ 3) _e ms_.i_l-nu_itlu_al r_A_i_e of the Penthouse made it virtually

impossible _ assemble the Ss in the _esiz_l o:_ar_ so the session-_*oups

were f_ver _elng scr_, a_ _) In addition, the Ss _etlaes i_vero

tent_7 for_ wh_t roles they were supl_e_ to _Ee. 5) _he _ itself

became so _ or unintere_In_ to them that _ fell to tasking nee_y

ins_an_ou_ daciei_; and we were driven to s_Ipulate _at _hey spend,

e.g., "no :ore than _ a:xt not less than t_-fiv_ _tes On this



problem" to _t them to discuss the cases. 6) A strong tendency tovazd

frivolity appeared about half-way throuKh the experiment_ as if to remind

us and one anotMer that the socio-legZA _iment was not for real.

These resistances to the Pro-Con-D-M :Btrtx were so str_ng and subtle

that at the time it seemed perfect]7 clear to us that the Ss deserved to

get a richer and more varied fare of leEal problems to exercise their vats

_. We even decided half-v_},"alon8 to aband_ our matrix for a quasA-Jury

system of D-M and advtsor_ _ud@es. Our response can only be attributed to

the intuitive awareness that the Ss did not like us to '_it them s_st"

one another in our first matrix and that they enjoyed the more solidary

inte_.___r_ format of a Jural banco

A content-aaa_sis of the Protocol of Penthouse IXX was performed

to determine the persuasiveness of the Ss with cue another. _he results

are shown in Table A. _ procedure was to take transcriptions _r the

forma/ sessions, most of _htch were devoted to the deciding of' actual

legal csmes_ and to az_ eaah trmascript as fol]Dm3: q_he asse_ic:l of

a substantive opintoD was Doted; ff aDo_her S a_opted o_ endorsed the

opinion subsequent3_, the first S to a_vance the opinion was given a point;

and so on to the eDd of the transcript.* _he total number of points for

each B was dlwlded by the m_nber of sessions in which he participated. The

this
end produnt of^_rude _ec_ulque ve called a "persuasion Index." Since the Ss

were alternated within the sesstc_-as to roles and as to c_s--

evexTone had a rou_ equal chance to influence the others. It mast be

|

We defined "persuasLon," follovlng Hovland _ al., as acceptance

of a new opluicn; but having no measure of "new," ve regarded all adoptlons

end endorsements as nev. See C. I. _=v_and, I. L. Janls, and Ho H. Kelley,
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emphasized_ hoveverp tha% we dld not erd could not scramble the Ss in such

a way as to get a statisticall7 valid semplin_ of _e effects of each on

each in fozmal dts_ssicas. We believe that these results offer a crude

index of _utr_-group influence in the area that bri_es the "natur_X" e_er-

cise of persuasion in the _ llfe of the group and the "office"

statements of the Ss in the vrltten sociometric tests (I_RZ).

_able A shows some but not all of the Ss reE_ded by their peers

as iufluential by so_iometrie measures (see Chapter VI) to be persuasive

in our present sense. Table A is probably as na_h a mixture of assertive-

ness, _at Goffman calls "faee-_rk," and other behavlars as of persuasion,

since our behavioral measure picks up .c_ of the Ss' forwardness and in-

terprets it as persuasion if later reiterated by more reticent Ss. (On the

other hand, the sesst_ itself was s vold_ and eanh S had an equal chance

to speak first. )

Table B was derived by counting the number of t_es eaah S elabor-

a_e_ or altered his position in response to the c,_otng debate. (It is

therefore some klDd of measure of emasitivity to the decisional process. )

The total for ear_ S was d£vlded by the number of sessions in which %hat S

partloipated. Table B shows (dlvldlD8 lnto hlgh a_l low halves) that

Ss =ore persuas£ve with their peers in debate are _ those

'_resent" and morsl_ iepltcated in the a_ivl%y_ or vice versa.

_.ble C wa_ ob_L._ bY di_ T_1_e B by Table A_ The _.._.

for doi_ so _ that a measure of 8-_1i_1_ _ unit _uasio__ mi_t

reveal a connection, or lank of _c_eetlon, _etween those who c_mmtcated

iDte_ested in the _ add those who wielded influence in them° At

the sue t_ae, o(_mm sense su_ests that those _o are more supine a_
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Ike ........ ••••....2.33

Sam. ..... ..... ....1.36

_eeeeeeeBeeeeeQeQ eg_

O_oeOeoeoeeeeeeeo @_

Ken............ ..... 57
_.. o...o...°.. .57
_.... ........,..° ._
Jo_k,.............. .38
Oa_..,, ,,...,,°..° .36
_I. ....o...,.......31
Pa_. o .. • . . • • • ..... • •23

 :::ii!ii!i!i
kl, ,.••.....,.,...5.55
Otis.,.......•..•..6.05
_. ••°••°°.•••.7._0

Ken, •.........•.•..8.33
_...... .........8o6_

_.. ....,.........9,36
_...............13._



com_xliant may be less influ_mtlal than those who are firm, _a_t, and less

comnu_cative o

Table C suggests that persuasionj in part and beyond some threshold,

is (as cc=_. sense se_s) indepe=!ent of pre_ce, ec_pl/ence, and _uter-

personal flexibility. _ most _ble chan_es of position are wi%h Ray t

Ken, and Ned. B_y, a highly _ person, gets a progresslvel_

lower rating on Tables B, A, and C. Ken, a _ool and easy _ person,

follows the same pattern. Ned, submissive and sometimes withdrawn, gets

progressively iowar on Tables C, A, and B. The loglc of all this appears

to _e_ and we t_pothestze it is_ that a) the mare sociable Ss are relatively

less persuasive in formal confrontatlon, yet b) az_ more apt to exhibit both

behaviors (deelsioDsl sensi_Ivi_ and persuasiveness) than are the socially

withdra_ Ss, _ho o) to the extent that they interact do so by exhibiting

decisional senstttvlt_ rather then proferri_ decisions and solutlc_So For

our Ss, this by--sis can be vallda_e_ or invalidated by correlating

the data in this chapter with that in the next; we have not scrupled to

no_leat that task.

The subject9 were _ on the I_I forms to designate _h_ _hey saw

as most inflmmttaX with the Director, within the peer group, and with them-

selves. _ose hiSh on _ 1_ as n_asured by the questionnaire

(_e T_ble D) wre _ thee h_ an behav_sl "presence" and per.-

suasion (TablesA--C). _o_e h_h on Influence_th _ou" (TableD) are

relatively low on Tables A and B, and elevated more on Table G--an effect

which we sttribute to the fact that their influence Is more InfornmX, Inti-

ma_e, and confined to the peer-_oup: _his su_sests both a &Lvlsi_ of

leadership (as per Eales) between _hose _o come _o the fore when the _roup

confronts tasks end external mathortttes and thoee _no loom lar_er in the
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emo_ionsl life of the _, _ the emergence of "em¢t-lav", that £sp the

t2__ of the e_o-lesal system bY the emlo-le_l _stemo

_ _ector _.,_, Pe_,., .._t_ you Lt_e_

_in _ _ Jack
mm Sam P_ Pat
Lee Lee Sam Zke

Otis Hal Ja_k

Gabe Pat Pz_ _e
Pat Ken Ken Sam
Ned Xke Ha_ Martin

m_ _ _e Ken
Ken Otis (]abe Lee

Jac_ _a_e Otis
Ray Jack II_ Otis
Ike Ned Ned Hal

T_e "best liked" ratlnss (Table D, inferred fr_ question, '_nose _est

friend vould you prefer to inserT) show that the _est-ltked peers were

senerally leu setlve in o_ forml sessions (Tahl_ B) and tha_ on_ one

of them, Ike, _as h_h_7 persuasive in those msslo_s. (Ike's persuasive-

hess can be _ explalued on a _ultua_l baats.) On Table C, Jank and

Pat are low, Ike and Ned are elevated: which of course leads us to l_Tpothe-

s1_e that those best llked lu the _ Croup (the peer group, here) are

those less entlwe in task-oriented roles (t.eo, their role Is one of hein_

_., :fnd_, protected from voz'k), ui_er.ea_ be:tn_ _sk-or'lented does not,

prevent the sro_ ms_:er r_c,oa be:r_ (sepoy) ve.U-:_ked.

_he sheer bulk of the Penthouse _ p_tocol prchthtts our presenttn8

here an exteaded aaa33_s of it in _e. What ve of Ter are _s

from our fozmal sesstmm--sa:ples Vhtch to our minds c_pture the decisional

techniques of these Ss end the contrast with Penthouse II°
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Penthouse III was given two problems in the nature of sinn_ations;

all the other sessions (1_17) were given to decldin_ actual le_ cases in

vhich one or more dimension of psychic space was in issue. The first quasi-

s!.mu._.tio_ (June 23) was to imagine 'bei_ a _e cz'ew, a_At to delft for

M_rs, char@_ with devising a rule of expendabillt_ ("... the crew has to

have a rule of expendability in case it runs out of foo_, runs short of

o_gen . . . there must be some procedure for aeci_ who _ets done away

with.") The Ss w_re divided into four grou_s of three each. One S restated

the _rohlea to hle _rou_ as, '_e have to . . . _ who gets 1aft

if . • •"--thus removing the sting of homicide. He vast on to say

it was obvious the cs_ a_ chief scientist vott_ _e indispensable. _e

next speaker thou_t it _ be necessary to _esignate which of the crew

were "it" so they could get extra ece_e_saticQ and _. The thlz_ man

with the other two. The first d_ that they _ a_d, "there

should be a prior i_ • • . Fine, so, then, that's our decision."

The question had been s_e_uately _eg_, and they went on to the next task°

The nex_ _roup also concluded right off that the captain should be

saved° They disputed briefl7 the fun_bili_y of e_ and scientists, then

Otis proposed a fmmmula:

Otis: . • . go _ three of the minor technicians,
then sta_ in on the crew . . .

IEe: . . . the Instructions sald _et rid of the crew,

not the technicians.

I thi_k it _ust uys _ • • •Jack:

Ike: _o, • • •

]_e subseque_t_ a_eed with O_is; Ja_ favored ta_ all the crew _efo_e

The task was presentod in wrltln_ to assure comparability of
results.
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the scientists. _he three tried to in_e whose Jobs were least necessary.

They discussed the possibility that someone mi_t volunteer to die. Jack

su_sted drawing lots. Dlscussic_ shifted to the fairness of saerificin5

young rather than old_ married rather than single, etco lke announced his

support for Jack's lot-dr_ idea; 0_Is imae_ate_y sai_, "All right" s_

proceeded to the next task. Here we observe a klnl of '_esser evil" tech_

nlque or decls on-:aklng: a  ood-faithsearchof the (rrustratlng)alter 

tlves and a final arrival at _he "o_" choice; this is an empirical

instance of the ratio_MLl d_cisi_-_ model.

The third group made a similar start, vowing to '_eep the captain an_

the chief scientist."

Ned: . . . keep the ehip _lng . . . . Y_ that isn't
sufficient to pare down the crew, t_en those that
are e_ should . . . draw lots.

Hal reco__ saving "the _est" of the scientists, teachlDg the crew some

of the scientific tasks and vice versa, end drawing lots among the crew and

less essential scientists. Pat felt that the data they had was insufficient

for a decision and that the csptain pro_ab_7 wasn't as esse_tial as the

ot_ers thought: He "is needed to keep order." Ned declared that they were

"all agreed" and the other two agreed they were. _e assume that t_ meant

they were agreed cn a tacit principle or feeling of consensus which they

could, were they called, upon to e_y" it ccacre_, a_p_V.

In the fourth _roup, Lee responded at le_ to the task, e_ it

"depends on how =a_ people aze to be _ettisc_" add the s_ientists are

_st exile "d_ offhow far the _issio_ has progressed." He wou_

_et rid of the c_ "least necessa_ for running the shl_" first°
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Someone:

Martin:

Oh_ x10o

• . . I a_ree with you [but] society has a much

greater investment in a scientist 3 probabl_ . . .

Well, _ener_ I would agree wlth _oth of you...
but . . . . an the _ . o . before they started off
have them decide Indlvldua_ how important it is to

them. ° .

Lee then advanced some distinctions having to do _rlf.hthe _ of the

voy_ at which the crisis occurs aud ended up endorsing a utility rationale.

_in agree_, with qualifications° aa_ _oubte_ that such decisi_

ought to be made by ane pers_.

Martin: Do _ think _t it's efficient in a situatic_

that w_ght _ for immediate action to have a

d_cisionT

_abe: Yes.

Martin: I can't _ . . •

@abe: Ob_ they had some kind of a_reement 1_.fare

t_ wen_ _.

_t, r_t.Martin:

Lee: . . . but if the danger is rea_ great . . o you're
to Jus_ try.., to keep the w_ole _hAp from

be_m_ destroyed.

_e: In which ease you will have time to decide.

Lee shifted e_Is to the adva_s of having an a_reemnt a_d app_yin_

it when the e_er_ency arises (i_ _hat the prior agreement a_ed

c_ to e_er_encies, i.e., _e_in_ @abe's problem). _ee said it is "not

likely" to _ that the ca_taln will have to exercise his authority and

_n "immediate d_cisio_" to e_te some of the crew. C_be said

should be "a _i_ evaluation of the whole situ_ti_" to deters_4_ _ether

it is in the emar_n_ @ate@ory.
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Martin: Now- uh - we have to come up with a rule . . .

Lee: Yeh, well, I detailed _aat I considered . . .
i don:t think we should detail it too far . . .

Gabe and Lee continued to disagree as to the in-flisht expendability

decision. Martin came in o_ Lee's si_e.

Martin:

I_ae:

Martin:

G_be:

o . . all risht then here we have the difference .

those in favor of the captain making the decision •

say "

Well, I lose but I still - I - uh - 8m Just being
more d_mocratie about it.

• •

The principle espoused by Gabe is thereby used to defeat him. _e protests

that he is more democratic than thou, but the Lee-Martin gambit is unim-

peachable. _e early part of the decision shows Lee modifying his anti-

scientist position to agree more with the pragmatic position of Martin and

(presumably)@abe; but in so doing, Lee is driven to e size  ,dlscretlon°

He tries to limit the discretion to extreme emergencies, though in so doing

it becomes obvious that here too he is supporting Martin's position, for the

one traditional_ designated to hand/e such discretion is the cs_talno

At this point it is still an open question how Iee will _o, since he could

i) limi_____tthe captain's decisional functi_ to extreme emergencies or he

could 2) stress the importance of that discretion an_ treat the non_.mer_

situation as essentially trivial. _y decidln6 on the second course, Lee

adopted Martin's general positi_° _e _ could then call @abe's hand°

The technique of hoisting Gabe on his own petard we refer to as s_tultifica-

tion_ The skillful applicaT_ion of this gambit across levels of argument

aul levels of _eralizatian _ refer to as _osic stultificationo
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it map soun_ cynical to remark now that only one of the four groups

arrived at a substantive rule of e_mdability. It is true. The precise

statement of the prohlem_ listing the members of the expedition by functions

had _ecl. that the rule should _ -,,'ho was e_la_le _ in wha% order.

Short of +.,hat, an operable _ was needed from ,,'hieh (me mi_t reuo_l_,V

ascertain "the exact order. Only the group that i_avore_ lot-drawing auun-

elated a rule. _hat fam_losed most of _e serious questions of Interpre-

tation (althou6h even here one might _an_er _nether the captain too would

drav lots, whether lots would be drsmm in extremi.s or before blast-off, who

would have the duty to enforce the decision, etc. • etm. ). The other "de-

cisions" were hopelessly ambiguous f--r_ma le_l standpoint.

The other quasl-simulation we canductea was based on a scenario with

an American space ship s_ng within 2_ hours of Mk_s when (d,ue tO a

sun storm) its colorant vith _ is lost, _ it intercepts a aessa@e from

a Russian craft, _ la_ _ Mars, that the Russis_x crew has _lai_ a

certain area of the Martian surface far _e _SR. The Russian claim is

contrary to UN resolutioas to v_ich both the U. 8. and the I_ are x_tieso

_e area _ s_pe_s to conmln rich __ deposits. What will be

the conduct of the American crew ca _=_-_-_

Otis: Well, • . • I'd be in favor of Boing down as close to

the Russians as possible so _ha_ you woul_ be ela_

t_e ssme Srea...

Sam: I suggest t_ we _y to re_pen communications with

agaln and.., con_ct the Russians . . .

a dele_tic_ over to the Russians to try a_d eoI_irm

_hether c_ mot this re_rt is accurate or not . • •

Ike (captain): . . • I don't think it would even be necessary
for us to Ix_her w_h Russians. After all, our purpose

• • • is scientific.



Sam, changing position, agreed with Ike's declaration. Otis disagreed and

warned against letting the Russian claim go unchallen_. The discussion

went back and forth for over an hour, the main question being whether the

Ss should ignore or co_cate with the Russian teaw_ We interru_ the

dlscussic_ to announce that radio co,tact with Earth had resumed and right

away two messages are received, one from the President of the United States,

directing the captain to seize the Russian claim immediately, usi_ all

available a_ _L_cessa_ force, the other to the chief scientist from the

Presi_emt of the Xaternatlonal Council of Scientific Unions, directing him

to claim the entire planet for the United Nations and for Science. The

second message (to the chief scientist) was practically ignored by the Ss,

pro_l_ because the chief scientist (Martin) _id not propose to follow it,

After a protracted dismusslcn, the csptain (X_e) _ecided to follow

the President's order to the letter. A minority of the Ss objected strenu-

oust1 emA_asizi_g that it was supposed to be a sei_u_if_e mlssi_j and

pro_sing to pretend that the original message was unclear (thereby b_

time, since the se_ a_ receiving times are fair_ long)o The captain

at last decided _ _ the scientists about their business under the chief

sciemtlst and to proceed _ the R_ssia_ C_t_ost with the military

members of the crew. It is of interest that he ms_e this modification in

his original, s_solute _oslti_ as a concession to the _imo_ItM_ end that

he _ his o_a ar_ts mot on the merlts of the _Is_ute but _ em-

phasizing over a_ over a_ the proper role.__sof each So _Nais is _ecisio_

The troops caa_AbelA_ ca_ (_e_Ina v. _ and+ s_) was _re-

sentea these Ss ea ___ (see also the _zece_ chapter). _e Ss were tola

to think of themselves as _rors except that Lee, the most az_e o_e, was



al_olnted J_e. The J'_e POXI_ the J_y _n_ then declared his own

opinion. Gabe found _ end Stephens _uil_ of _ because they had

not consulted the cabin-_ before kllllng _ Ken held the same, then

revised his decision to life In prison with _ possibility of _arole after

fifteen years; he _ it a yremedltated act s_d sai_ they were in "good

=ental stateo" (a fa_t projected _ h_e2r). Jack _ about premedita-

tion, yet felt the circumstances were extenuating; he "ha[_] no idea" what

to sentence them ('_hat the _ sentence is").

Ned said he would find them guilty of _nxrder except for a doubt about

their sanity; he ordered a complete investisation into the sanity question

and sentenced them to life with parole possible in seven years. Martin

foun_ all three "cannibals" equal_ guilty (of nn_rder). Sam fouu_ the two

_J_t_ of _ but recceNmded lenlency. Otis found the three __Ity

and. sentenced them to flve to t_nty years, preferably the lesser term.

Pat's decision _as the same as Sam's, and he added a recomnendatlon of

charsins Brooks, the third survlv_:, wlth __ter. R_V fo_d D_Lley,

as the instl_ator, _.lty of _ and Stephens of n_nslau_ter; he

rec___d leniency because of temporary insanity. _ convicted all

three of msns_ter; he feXt that it was not n_ to kill a slek person

and that they had not tried to _ve Parker o l_e found the two SulXty of

nmu_r o

l_e, as _,d_e, declared he would "_ _ because the vote is so

_lmin_." Treat is, he pretended his peers had agreed on sc_ethin@ and

that he was n_re_V endcrsln_ their decision° He next re=arked that slnc_____e

he a_ to "go al_n_" he had a right to s_te the reasons he thought

the defez_ants not g_L].ty. He e_ized the s_ add the effect that

have had m: their _.In_; they were "definlte_ desl_r_te_ _ich can
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be a form of insanity." However, he found _hem guilty of murder, but

because "most of you voted far leniency," he sentemced %hem to ten years

in prison. Ice's primsry %_.hnique was deelslom by _seudo-consenm_: he

declares an al_areat ccmsemsus, Juxt_ses his own views, and restates a

revised (for a second time) consensus. The '_rote," insofar as it had sm_

unity, had actually been in the _ area of Eee's position, _it two

Ss had said _urder s_. It is also interesting %hat theee two, whose

Judament meant that the defendants would hang_ did not allu_e to "Z,'ze ecru-

sequences.

stoma -m.,  s case see aZ,o c:zaz ' .z"IV)

was given the Penthouse fIX Ss in four groups of three each. We present the

results from two of the groups. In the one group, Jack, representing the

defendaut, gave a lackluster and unconvinced 8efease. Xke, also in a role

not to his taste, wcmSere8 out loud wh_ the state _m_t i_ had adequate

ev_lence to ccmvi_t. _e _ua@e (Oils) took over far Xke an_ began to

develop the State's case for _ Xke never did get around to it--a 8iffi-

cult_ he also had in other sessi_as when asked to prosecute. Jack warmed

to his role mare, and umSertook a Io_ excha_ with the _ud4_e. Otis 1_=came

so immersed in t_e z_ of l_osecutor that he forgot to smmmuace his decision

as _d_e. Xke dz_ out of the picture alto_er. Here %.as a _ecisiom

b_ denla1: The orlgiaa/problem was dust plain removed from view.

_he other @_up feat_d _al as prosecutor, _ho also made some un-

necessar_ concessions at the _e_Immlng. _e delhi's _, _ed, hlit_

assumed it was a I_ Court and the evldemce ima_sslbleo Both refu_

to develop their positlcms further. _he _ud_e, Pat, was evidently lau_tn_

at their cavalie¢ attitudes. Ned restated his _r_mem% thinly. BY a

curious mechanism, Hal's _ frivolity led them Imck into substantive

debate.



Hal: I have no further cc_ent. In this case it

is rather obvious that the defense loses and

the prosecutor wins.

Ned: How can you prosecute with no evidence?

Hal: The e_ewas the_ ....

_d: _ was i_egally_t_d . . .

The debate reverted soon to banter. Pat Joked about fining both

attorneys for contempt. Pat announced his decision directly, basing

it on forsud/stic grounds (iXlegall_ obtained evidence Is not admis-

sible); avoidi_ the matter of outraged decency on which Frankfurter, J._

based the actual 8upawme Court decision. It appears that Pat had to make

the Soke about couteml_ in order to get mini_ attention and seriousness

to complete his task; b_ the moral issue still did not seriously engage

him. Nor, c_e to think of tt, did it seriouslF e_age the other two.

Since it would be i_credible to think that RocbAn lacked substance enough

to capture thelz interest, we hypothesize that their frivolity meunt they

were deeplM alax_d at this graphic invasion of a person's psychic apace.

Too close to home.

Space does not permit us to analyze _rther the luxuriant evidence



on decision making in Penthouse Irr. The Protocol covers dozens

of sessions and s_ounts to hundreds of pages and thousands of

concrete decisions.



CHAPTER _q

THE SOCIOLOGICAL AND L:'SYC_OLOGIC_ALS_UCI_GRE

OF A CONFANED _C_{OSOC]_Z

Martin Sto_

No attempt was made in these experiments to manipulate any of the

psychological or sociological factors. This chaplet examines the structu/-e

s.nd dynamics of a confined mlerosociety by s_lalyzing sociometric and psycho_

_tric data. The analysis is directed i;oward deteEmLning the characterlzi;ic_

of the society in terms of soclo=psychoZLogic_<i patterns_ These patterns

ere both Individu_l and group indices o:_ personality and behavior.

Data from Penthouse I has not been included in this section of the

report° Material from Penthouse II has been included for comparison _rith

_,he findings from Penthouse III. The pln_pose of the soclo-ps_chologica!

__tudies has been not to test hypotheses but to generate them. Where conslso

tent findings bet_een Penthouse II and XII have been found, hypotheses

appear plausible. Statistical dlfflcul°_ies _e omnipresent because of

[;helimitation of the number of subjects. While acknowledging these llmi-

i_tlons _;e have reasoned that in this t._rpeof experiment, which is con-

cerned _T..thboth internal subject evaluations stud external objective anal_r-

_;es, an increase in the subject populat:Lon _y result in a loss of valid

i_formationo It is data of the intense rela-_ionships within this limited

microsociety that primarily concerns us at %_is time. Studies of statis-

tical significance _rill follow subsequently.

The location of these experiment3, a ]_nthouse in Morgan Hall, the

nutritional science building on the ca_us o:? the University of California
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st Berkeley_ made it possible to isolate the experimental area from the

external social environs and to control the degree of social interaction

possible between Ss and the general population. In the first two experi_

cents a limited n.anber of visitors were permitted; in the third experiment

visitors were prohibited. Telephone communications and mail were all_lo

The Ss could observe ca_us personnel from the distance of foua- stories

but attempts to communicate verbally ware restricted. External staff was

stabilized and held constant; there _re approximately twelve staff members

regularly assigned to duty with whom the Ss had contact at various times

throughout the day and night. A staff member was always on duty. T%_o ex-

ceptional situations occurred during Penthouse III, with which we are most

concerned regarding control conditions. _ The press was permitted to inter_

_ew and photograph Ss one morning, and a half-hour walk through the campus

_ms all_d during the third week. It is interesting to mote that a sub_

sequent second _Llk, the organization and date of which was left up to the

Ss, was never accomplished for lack of interest.

The length of the second experiment was t_Ive weeks; six subjects

participated. Twelve Ss were utilized for the third experiment _lhich

lasted for six weeks. The same Ss began and comgleted the second experi-

ment; one man _oms substituted the first day of the third experiment°

They were recruited through the University of California, although not

all were University students. Q_estioanaires_ personality inventories, a

physical examination, and an interview _re the techniques of screening and

selection utilized_ The twelve male Ss of Penthouse Ill ranged in age from

20 to 39, the average age was 24 years, six months. The group included one

Negro and one man of Oriental-Polynesian descent° All but one subject _ms

attending a college or university Just prior to the experiment° Three had



no siblings_ four were only sons, and two were e]_est sons. Twohad one

sibling_ four had t_ro siblings_ two, three siblings_ and one, four siblings°

This experiment afforded an opport_,Anity to comparevarious psycho®

metric and socio-metric tests administered to a sin@le samplepopulation°

The population is in no way assumedto be a random sampling of either a

general population or a student population°

In Penthouse III, the psychological personality measurements used

include the Minnesota Multiphasic Personallty Inventory (administered once

for screening and initial personality evaluation purposes), the California

Personality Inventory (administered once during the fourth _ek of the

experiment), the Adjective Check List (a&_inistered weekly for a total of

six times), the Thematic Apperception Test (administered once during the

fifth _eek) and the Omnibus Personality Inventory (administered once

during the fourth week)° The Strong Vocational Intarest IB!aak was admin-

istered the second week of the experiment° Some of these measurements and

other mental tests of aptitude and physio-sensory responses _4hich were in-

cluded in the experiment _rlll not be reported in this paper.

The sociological measurements utilized include an Inter-@roup

Relations Attitude Inventory (administer_l respectivel_ bi-week_y and

_reekly throughout the experiments II and Ill), and a Group Activity In-

ventory which classified individual activity at _u randomly chosen

periods throughout the day°

General empirical observations were possible, as the present writer

_as also a member of the third experimental group. However, observational

material has been kept as separate as possible from psychometric and socio-

metric data. Subjective interpretation i_ of little concern in the aua/_sis

of the sociometric data, although it is not possible to isolate the
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influence of the interaction of the writer's presence in the experimental

group° The soores of the various psychometric instruments are available

for analysis as it would be difficult for the experimenter not to utilize

e_pirical data in conjunction with inventories to evaluate individual

subject personalities.

An extensive ana_sis and interpretation of the data will be con_

eluded later with the aid of a com_utero The final socio-psychologlcal

report envisions correlation of all data_ both at the group au_ individual

levels. At this time it is not possible to include all individual or

correlated findings from these experiments° The material selected for pre-

sentation is most concerned with sociological aspects: group characteris-

tics and behavior as evaluated through sociometric and psychometric devices

and their interrelationships. Examination of the individual data has been

touched upon but lightly.

The follo_ing material is a discussion of: (i) subject selection,

the psychological patterns as determined by the I_Pl for applicants and

experiment subjects; (2) subject evaluation of subjects, rankings of identity

a_ compatibility; (3) the relationship between sociometric rankings and

personality patterns; (4) a longitudinal study of group activity which

delineates forms of active and passive behavior; (5) a ccmparlson of indi-

vidual activity behavior _rlth socio-metrlc rankings and persomality patterns;

and (6) socio-psychological _ata which appears to support socio-leg_l

hs_otheses of anti_law_ psychic _pace and "cocooning". Recommendations for

f_urther experiments are also included.



_ect Selection as a Function of the Re!atien_hip
bet_en Sociometric indices

of Subject Co__atibility

One of the practical questions to :_ich this research addresses

itself is: If, on the basis of psychometric data 3 a group of men is to

be selected to participate in an experiment or situation of social isola-

tion, what personality characteristics, as repre6ented by psychological

factor patterns, would be utilized as a basis for selection? Our approach

to this question is through the application of sociometric techniques° It

is assumed that there are psychological factor pat+_rns which are associ-

ated with group members who are seem as positively affiliated with the group_

end conversely, patterns for those who are viewed negatively° Our assump-

tion is that there is a significant difference between these positive and

negative patterns or, failing thisj that certain discriminating trends are

suggested as a basis for further research.

In Penthouse II, two types of socio-metric data were collected° The

first type was a log or Journal of empirical observations made upon a

fairly constant basis by D. A. Stricklamd. This data has been incorporated

into the report as Appendix A and will not be discussed here. The second

type of data was obtained through the use of an Inter-Group Relational

Ya_entory, a common type of sociometric instrument. The information from

this instrument was not subjected to statistical examination at a sophis_

ticated level because it was recognized that the size of the experimental

Group, six Ss, was too limited to permit the projected application of

findings with any degree of reliability. However, it is believed that the

information derived from these inventories has value for the purpose of

further research and, therefore, it is reported.
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A sample of the inventory form used is appended as Appendix D to

this report° Psrt _ay through the experiment certain m__ificatio_ to +_he

form were made. H_ver, only data common to all the inventories has been

included in the following information unless specifically indicated.

The IGRI was administered to the Ss of Penthouse II six times,

approximately once every two weeks by Miss Ross° This permitted a longi-

titudinal analysis of changes in inter-@r.oup relations.

Figure I shows the scores and ra_ orders of the Ss of Penthouse II

longitudinally on a bi-weekly basis, and a graph indicating the Ss' rejec_

tion of choice (i.e., refUsal to reveal their feelings about group relations

at the moment). The rank placements are determined by adjusting the scores

for an individual on the collective indices of a) similarity, b) friend-

under-stress, and c) work-partner. These three indlees are weighted egually

as positive social characteristics. Figure 2 is a diagram of a sociometric

pattern for one bi-weekly inventory during Penthouse II. The columns

beneath the pattern indicate the number of positive associations for each

S (the ranking, on the basis of the number of times chosen, of who _s most-

to-least selected for each index) and the ranking of those least desired°

The adjusted ranking is derived by combining the two columns and averaging

those individuals' scores which are both negative and positive° The units

of the ranking are simply the number of individual choices. No attempt is

made to determine the qualitative or quantitative aspects of the choice.

It is apparent that the ranklngs have remained fairly constant for

the duration of the experiment. A compilation of all inventory data indi-

cates an overall ranking as follows:
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According to Adjusted

Average of Total
Ranked Subjects Number of Units

Dave 6.5

Ed 2°7

Chet 1.0

Frank .5

-S.3

Bob -5.8

In accordance with our initial question we would be interested in estab-

lishing whether or not a particular psycho-metrlc pattern exists which

would separate the Ss by a specified group, perhaps either the top half

from the lower half, or the positive Ss from the negative. Although these

experiments lack a control group with which to ms/_ comparisons, it is

possible to compare the inventory profiles to gene_ml norms and make com-

parisons between groups of exgerlm_ntal SSo

Among the tests administered to ths Ss of Penthouse i_i_ere the

Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory, the California Personality

Inventory and the Adjective Check List. Profiles for these are shown in

Figures 3, 4, and 5. Average scores for the six Ss who grouped positively

and negatively on the socio-metric ranking, respectively four and two Sso

Few significant variances among the scores for these groups are to be

noted.

The MMPI profile of the Penthouse II is characterized by its siml-

larity to a college male norm with the slight elevations amung some of

the factors. Figure 6 shows (i) this profile for ___uthouse II in comparison

with, (2) an average group score for thirty applicants for Penthouse IIl

and (3) an average group score for eleven of the applicants chosen as Ss
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for Penthouse IIio The close resemblance between the scores of Ss in

Penthouse II and applicants and Ss for Penthouse I!I sholu!d be noted°

There appears to be an affinity of _ personality patterns among those

who apply for this type of experiment.

Data from Penthouse II _xuld seem to indicate that on the basis

of socio-metric evaluations by experiment Ss it is not possible to extract

distinct personality patterns or significant factor variations if total mean

scores for those evaluated as positive are compared with those for Ss

evaluated as negative. Utilizing the scores of all subjects "washes out"

pattern distinction. One alternative is to select extremes and make com_

parisons utilizing these scores.

The scores on the MMPI for the two extreme ranked Ss, those evalu-

ated as highest and lowest on ranklngs related to similarity and affilia-

tion, are compared in Figure 7. The group mean is also indicated. Some

_[ffezences are indicated mnong the factors between the t_._ Ss, particularly

in the scores associated with neurosis and psychopathic deviancy° Appl_-ing

this %echnique to the CPI slso produced indications of factor trends for

negatives and positives (Figure 8).

It _ms decided to apply this type of analysis to the data from

Penthouse Iii to ascertain if the increased size of the sample would affect

the results in the same direction as that indicated by Penthouse IIo As

there were twelve Ss in this experiment the extreme groups for comparison

_ere d.oubled to t_m Ss each° Se/ectiau of these groups was based upon cam-

posite ranking composed of identity and compatibility evaluations made in

the last week of the experiment° It was assumed that this allowed the maxi-

mum degree of intra-subJect familiarity upon _alch to base evaluations°
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Figures 9_ i0, 11, and 12 show the Penthouse ili positive and

negative Ss _ sociometric indices applied to the M_PI, CPI, ACL, and 0PIo

The group mean is indicated by the heavy blsek line,; the two socio-positive

subjects' scores are shown by a dotted line, and hhe socio-negative by a

broken line.

The difference between the scores for the positive and negative Ss

v_ries among the factors in the separate measurement imstrumemtSo If we

a_bitrarily set one standard deviation as an imdicatiom of significant

difference between the positive and negative subjects' scores we can

uniformly exclude a number of factors that do not appear to be affected

by personality differences in the context in _ich they are used here@

(On all profiles the ra_.lscores have been converted to standard scores which

permits co_parlsons among the profile factors. ) Factors with scores dif-

fer_utiated by one standard deviation or more cam be tentatively designated

as significaut. On the _@_ this includes the F, Pd, Sc, and Ma factors

which indicate, for example, the negative 8s' significant e_orsement of

items dealing with "peculiar thoughts and beliefs . o . dlsreg_axl for

social custc_s and mores o . . bizarre or unusual thoughts or behavior"

and au indication of "over-activity, emotional excitememt, sad flight of

ideas° '_ Differentiation in the CPI is found in the factors associated

_rlth Social Control (Sc), aud, in clusters _ith less significaut differen_

tiation than one standmr_ deviation, measures of ;_chievement potential and

intellectual efficiency° The ACL indicates several factors that have one

stm_r_iarddeviation between the closest positive and negative scores. The

positive Ss score higher on the use of favorable adjectives in describing

_nterpretive data for these factors are to be found in their

respective m_nuals.
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themselvesj intraception, and nurturauceo Altho_zJa less than one SD

difference between the positive and negative score% the negative Ss _-oup

considerably higher on automom_ and aggression° A comparison of the

average negative scores with the positive scores emphasizes these dif-

ferences in a_dition to significant differences within the factors of

_elf-control, personal adjustment, endurance, and succorauceo Lastly,

the 0_=I factors _hich differentiate significantly are those of Impulse

F_pressio_, Schizoid Functioning, Response Bias, and less than significant

but positively and negatively clustered, Complexity and Lack of Anxiety°

it is possible that in the selection process other factors would

be significant for imclu_ or excludin_ a specific ludividual. For

example, a high Depression score on the _71 wou_l not be desirable,

although this factor does not show up as differentiating positives from

ne_ativeso Or, if selection is to be on a basis other than affillative

compatibility, such as the previously suggested leadership qualities, it

might be necessary to accept, far example, high scores on the 0Pl's Autonc_v

and impulse Expression factors, factors which in this study have been

shown to be non-differemtiatimg end negatively differentiating, respec_

tively.

Figure 13 compares the mean scares on the _ of the positive Ss

with the negative Ss of both Penthouse II and viii. Although _ have

stated that this selection procedure is applicable to a particular group,

and not the general population, we are able to make this approximate

comparison because experimental group II and IIl have almost identical

group patterns, as indicated in Figures 6 and 7. There is sufficient

communality between the grou_s for us to suggest that a personality pattern
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_een as positive in one group would be evaluat_i _imil_r_y In the other,

a_ that this woul_ hold true for the negative pattern also.

A comparison of the Penthouse II positive and negative Ss' MMPI

scores in Fi_m_e 7 did not indicate a significant 411S_ or more) difference

between factors, except for the Pd. However_ the F and Sc factor scores

are in the direction anticipat_i from Penthouse III fi_ingso The com-

bined scores for Penthouse II and IIX establishes slgnificant factor

variations for scales F, Pd, Sc and _o _ese are the same factors which

show significant differences on the _ for Penthouse III. The differ-

ences in factoral significance between Penthouse II and III is pro_b_V

due to the small sample size in Penthouse II; however, as the sa_le

doubled from group II to _roup III the anticipat_i directio_ of distinc-

tion has held constant a_i, in the combined, and. Penthouse III instances,

differences occurred. This suggests that _ should be able to hypothesize

constant significant difference in personality patterns a_ these

factoral dimensions.

Auother means of establishing factor significance is to apply

statistical techniques to the analyses of the data. The results of the

application of these techniques is contained in the cha_t_ Figure 14.

This permitted a more extensive analysis of the data than was possible

using the previous empirical method, for _u_gin_ factor significance.

This chart indlcntes T tests for significant differences be_en

positive and. ne_tive _roups of Penthouse III among the factors of the

ACL, CPI_ 1_ OPI, Interaction with Ind/vidual Subjects, Categories of

Activity anl Overo/l Rankings on the IGRA for the last individual weekly

evaluation (_th day) and the composite evaluations (si_ified by 99_h day).

Three groups of different sizes have been selected for comparison:



DATA SET I

PROBLEM I

I IESIS

V_RIABLE

STOW*S FOLLY
TOP TWO#*BOTTCM TWO

SIGNIF DEGREES

LEVEL T-RATIO FREEDOM

ACL 1 VGCGI
2 VOC(_2
3 VOCC3
4 VO(C4
5 VCOC5
6 _0C06
7 VO(07
8 VOCC8

g VCCOg
1C VOOlO
ll VCOl I

12 V(Cl2

13 VOCI3
Is, t[Cl4

15 VCOI5
16 9C C 16

17 90C17

18 VCCl8

19 90019

2C vec20
21 VCC21
22 9C022
23 VCC23

24 90C24

• .. C.8963

•05 A 5.5G00

•I0 A 2.9693

• .. -2.4558

• •• -0. 7845

•.. 1.6592

•.. 1,3546
... 2. _ 524
... O. 1491

•.. -1.6_77

•• • I .4667
... 1.5179

. IC A 4.G132

. lO A 3.5794

• .. 2.3311

... C.9536

... -I.1644

... -2.2866

... -2.9155

... -I.IC43

... -2.0140

... 1.1094

... 1.6125

... -I .6296

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2
2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

Df

Fav

Int

Nur

CPI

i

25 90(;25
26 Vr3C26
27 90027
28 VOC28
2g VOC2g
30 VCC30
31 VC031
32 V0032
33 90C33
34 VC034
35 VCC35
36 _CC36
37 VCC37
38 VC038
3g _CC3g
40 VO040
41 90C41
42 VCC42

... -0.1491

... 1.2999

... -0.2236

... -1.5110

•. • -0.4472
. • • 2. 5000

... 2.0426

... 1.3644

.05 A 6.3246
@.. _0

... 1.1625

• .. __ •

• 05 A 7.0000
... 1.4142

... 2.4962

... C.4714

... -0.7C71

... 0.4704

2
2

2

2
2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2
2

2

2

2

Sc

Ac

IvIMPI
43 90043

44 90044

45 t0045

... -2.3333

... 2.2361

... -0.2774



D_TA SET I

PROBLEM I

T TESIS

VARIABLE

STOW'S FOLLY

TOP IWO**BOTTCM TWO

S[GNIF DEGREES
LEVEL T-RATIO FREEDOM

46 VCC46
47 VCC47
48 V0048
4g VOC4g
50 VCCSO
51 VOC51
52 _C052

53 _0053
54 VC054

... -1.1180

... - 1. 8000

.05 B -8.4971

... -1.3416

... -2.2361

.I0 B -3.0000

.05 B -5.2697

• lO B -3.7730

... -0.2236

2
2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

Pd

Pt

Sc

Ma

OPI 55
56
57
58
59
6C
61
_2
63
64
65
66

Interact _ns67
68
6g
7C
7Z
72
73
74
75
76
77
78

GAI 79
8O

E1

82

83
84

_0055
'vCC56
VCC57
V1;058
V{ C59
VOC60
V0061
VCO62
VCC63
_CC64
voc_5
V(066
V0067
VCC68
VCC69

VOO70
VCC7I
VC072

_0073
V0C74
_C075
V0076
_0C77

..... VOC 7 8

V0C79
VOC 8G
_CC81
VC(;82
VCC83

VC084

... 0.4159
• 10 A 3.7947
... -1.8605
... -1.8383
... C.7071
... 2.5000
.lO 8 -3.3427
•01 B -I9.6glg

... -0.4743
.I0 A 3.3489
... 1.5455

.tO A 4.2000

... 2.5186
• 05 A 7.4000
... -2.OCO0

... 1.3646

... 2.2182

... -0.2575

... 0.8831

... 1.8901

... 1.7440

... 2.8644

... 1.4545

.10 A 4.2Q18

... 1.8767
... l--1.8328

... -1.8084

... -2.0608

... 1.4142

... 0.5039

2
2

2

2

2

2

2

2
2

2

2

2

2
2

2

2
2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2
m

,2
2

2

2
2

2

TO

IE
SF

LA

RB

_al

Sam

IGRAI

44tn Day

85
86
87
88
89
90

VC085
VC086
V0087
VCO88
VOO8_
VCOgO

.I0 A 4.0249

.05 A 4.4272

... 2.0000

... 1.8207

.01 A 11.0000

... 1.6971

2
2
2
2
2
2

Similarity
Friend

Frnd's Frnd.



DATA SET I
PROELEM l

T IESIS

V_RIABLE

STOW'S FOLLY
TOP IWO_:BOTTCM TWO

SIGNIF DEGREES
LEVEL T-RATIO FREEDOM

g2

¢;3

(;4

';5

_6

9_th Day S7
g8

100

IGI

102

la3

104

IC5

lC6

_0(91
VL092

vcGg3

VOC94

_,CCS5

Vet 96

V(}{g7

V_098

VCCgq
VOICO
VOICl
V9102
VO103
_0104
_0105

VOI06

• .O .

_ .05

.10

.05

.05

.IO

o@ .

@0 .

.05

0@ @

.@ .

,05

.0 .

.05

.05

-0.3254
A 5.8244

-1.9379

B -3.4300
A 6 .OgO8

A 5. 5000

A 3.3478
2.27_3
2.4254

A 5.6000
1.8198

-0.1940
A 5.1796

-1.9379
B -4.6082
A 4.4987

2
2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

Persnl. Influ.

Diff

Overall Rank

Similarity
Friend

Frnd's Frnd,

Persnl. Influ.

Diff.(Overall)

Overall Ranking

NUMBER _ND

.I0

2S

PERC EI_T OF

LEVEL

27.35E_

ITEMS SIGNIFICANT

.05 LEVEL

16 15.0943



DATA SET I

PBCBLEM 2

T TE$1S

VARIABLE

STOW=S FOLLY

TOP IHREE**BCTTOM THREE

SIGNIF DEGREES
LEVEL T-RATIO FREEDOM

ACL

CPI

1 VC CO I
2 VOO02

3 V_CC3
4 VCOC4
5 VCC05
6 V_O06
7 _,(](07
8 VCOC8
9 rot09

IC VOClO
II VCOII
12 _GOI2
13 VC013

14 V( 014
15 V¢_(]I 5

16 V£C16
I? VOC 17
18 VOCI8

1S VCCI9
2O VOC20
21 VO021
22 VC022
23 VC(]23
24 V0024

26 _(026
27 VCC27

28 V0028
29 V0(]29
30 VC;030
31 VCC31
32 VC032
33 V0(]33
34 VCC34
35 VC.035
36 _C036

37 V0037
38 VCC38
39 _0039

40 VC040
_1 VOC41
42 _0042

• .. 0.6767
• 05 A 2.8750
... 1.8824
... -0.9608
• .. -1.1442
... 1.6506

4
4

4

4

4

4

... 1.4252 4

... 1.0607 4

... -0.3953 4

... -1.0544 4

... 0.7350 4

... 1.5367 4

... 1.6842 4

... 1.8045 4

.10 A 2.2711 4

Df

... 1.1053

... -1.5116

.10 B -2.1453

.10 B -2.4292

... -0.9518

... -1.2500

... 1.3019

.10 A 2.2831

... -0.9707

... _. 4243

- • • 1.6803
• • • -0. 5855
... -0.8386

... -0.5855
•.. C.9707
• 05 A 3.0571
.10 A 2.6968

... 1.8766

... 0.8356

... 2.0000

... 0.3162

.10 A 2.1381

• 10 A 2.1320

... 1.9917

... 1.0000

... 0.4629

... _.9578

Aff

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4
4

4

4

4

4
4

4

4
4

4

4

4

4

4
4

4

Aut

Def

Re

.So

Ac

A_i

MMPI
43 VCC43
44 VOC44
45 VC045

• 05 B -3.5496
... 1.9757
•.. -0.200C

4

4

4

F



DATA SET 1
PgEOLEM 2

T TESTS

VARIABLE

STOWeS FOLLY

TCP THREE==BCTTOM THREE

S[GNIF DEGREES
LEVEL T-RATIO FREEDOM

46 VCC46
47 " VC£47
48 VCG48
49 VCC4g
5(; VCC50
51 VCC51
52 VCC52
53 VCG 53
54 VC054

•.. -C.5644
• .. -0.2157

•I0 B -2.6833

• .. -0.7093
... -1.2127

... -1.9868
• 05 B -3.4358
• 05 8 -3.3C46
... -I.I000

4

4

4

4
4

4

4
4

4

Pd

Sc

Ma

OPI 55 VC055
56 VOL] 56
57 VCC57
58 VCG58
5g VCC5g
6G VC060
61 VCG61
62 V0062
63 V0063

64 V0064
65 90065
66 V(, (_66

... 1.3147

•I0 A 2.2627

• .. -I.0000

... -0.2917

•.. 1.0410

•05 A 3.1429

... -1.9093
• 05 B -3.7059
• .. -1,0644
.05 A 3.3545
... 1.0675

... 1,0493

4

4

4

4
4

4

4
4

4

4
4

4

TO

RL

SF

LA

Interactions 67 VGG 67
68 VC068
6( V0069
70 90C70
71 VC(_71
72 V0072
"/3 V0C73
74 VCC74
75 VOC75
76 V0076
77 VG¢77
78 V0078

=_

GAI 7'9 '_GC79
80 V_;C80
81 VC081
e2 vc(]82
83 VOC 83

84 VC084

.05 A 3.6831

... 1.3478

... -0.2236

... 1.6323

... 1.6821

.,. -0.6459

•., 0,9744

•.. 1.9669

... 1.2884

... 1.4084

.10 A 2.4591

.05 A 3.8616

... 1.9166

... -2.0055
... -1.6702
• .. -1.7321
... 1.4142

.oo OO

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4
4

4

4
4

Oabe

Otis

Martin

Sam

IGRAI
44th Day

85 VC085
86 VGC86
87 VCC87
88 V0088
8cJ _C¢89
SO VOCVO

.05 A 4.2426
• 01 A 5.1962
.05 A 3.6380
... 2.0980
.05 A 3.6181
.05 A 2.8167

4

4

4

4
4

4

Similarity
Friend

Work Part

Frnd's Frnd.

Marg's Influ,



DATA SET I

PBCBLEM 2

T IESTS

VARIABLE

STOW'S FCLLY

TOP THREEmW_B{]TTOM THREE

S IGN IF DEGREE S

LEVEL T-RATIO FREEDOM

C;l

92

53

94

_;5

$6

99th D%y c;7

98

99

lOG

lO1

It2

103

It4

I05

lC6

VEt(; 1

V( 002

VOC93

V0{94

V£¢_5

VCC'_6

VCC(J7

VC¢_8

_0C99

_/0IO0

VOIOI

_0102

VO IC 3

%,0I04

VO IC 5

_0 10 6

... 0.6576

.Of A 5.9696

-.. -2.0486

•Ol B -5.6569

•01 A 5.3806

•01 A 4.7294

•01 A 4.6248

.05 A 3.3359

•05 A .a.1331

.10 A 2.5069

.IO A 2.3691

• . • 0.9671

• 0 1 A 7. 4730

• .. -2.0486

.01 B -6,1,718

•Of A 6.3831

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

Persnl. Influ.

Diff.

Overall Rankin

Similarity

Friend

Work Part

Stability

Frnd's Frnd.

Marg's Influ.

Persnl. Influ.

Diff(Overall)

Overall rankin

NUMEER

.10

37

PERCERT OF

LEVEL

34.9057

ITEMS SIGNIFICANT

.05 LEVEL

25 23.5849



OAIA SEI 1
PROBLEM 3

T IESIS

VARIABLE

STOW'S FOLLY

TOP SIX*_BOTT(2M SIX

SIGNIF DEGREES

LEVEL T-RATIO FREEDOM

ACL

CPI

1 VG¢C 1
2 VOiC 2
3 VOCO 3
4 V(C04
5 VOCC5
6 VOOC6
7 VOOC7
8 VOW08

9 VO(_C 9

10 _OClO

II VCOI l

12 VOCl2

I_ 90013

14 t{Cl4

15 V{,CI5

16 V[ C 16

17 V0C17

18 VGO18

I'_ V0019

20 VC020
21 VOC21
22 VC022
23 V0023
24 V_(}24
25 V0025
26 VCC26
27 VO(]2 7
28 V0028
2_ V( (_29

30 VC_30
31 VOC31

32 VCG32
33 VCC33

34 V0036

35 V0035
36 _(036
37 _0037
38 V0C38

,_9 VC039

40 VCG40

41 VO041

42 VC042

... 0.7074

•.• 1.0C08

... 1.1493

••• -0. 8687

... 0.6163

... C. 7630
•IC A 1.9333

••• _.9141

••. C. 5947

... 0.1768

... 0.3613

... 0.9679

... 1.3578

... 0.7349

• .. 1.1494

... 0.4841
• •• -0. 8513

. .. -0.8684

• •. -0. 5469

... -C.1277
• .. -1.5q66

••• -0.4533
... C. 565 B
••• -C. 7834
... 0.0890

... 1.6791

•.. -0.4064

... -0. 5423

... -0 •2774

... C. 6864
•.. 1.7482

•05 A 2.7879
... 0.7559
... 0.8987

... C.7176

•. • -0. 9045

• .. 0.1921

•01 A 3.6232

... 1.6833

... 0.9535

... 1.7819

... 1.3152

I0

13

I0

ID

I,)

10

I0

IO

19

I0

I0

I0

I0
I0

I0

I0
IC)

10
I0

I0

I0

I0

I0

lO

I0

I0

IC

lO
I0

I0

I0

I0

i0

lO

I0

lO

I0

i0

I0
I0

I0

Lab

So

A±

Iv_4PI

43 V0043

44 tG044

45 tC_45

.05 8 -2.3C17

... 1.6192

... 0.9207

lO

lO
lO



DAIA SEI I

PRCELEM 3

I IESIS

VARIABLE

STOW'S FCLLY

TGP SIX*_BOTTCM SEX

SIGNIF DEGREES

LEVEL T-RATIO FREEDOM

46 _,_C46
47 VC047

48 V0048

49 V[049

5C VC 050
51 V0051

52 _(052
5.3 V0C53
54 VgG54

• •• -0 •6949
... 0.5766

,05 B -2.4704

•. • 0.1760
... 0.1085

... -C. 8476

... -1.4129

.05 8 -2.6860

• lO B -1.9680

I0
I0

I0

I0

I0
I0

I0
I0

I0

Pd

Ma

SI

OPI 55 VCC55
56 VCQ56
57 V_057
58 V0058
50 VCC59
60 VO060
61 VCC61
62 _C062

63 V(: C63
64 V0064
65 %C065

66 VC066

•05 A 2.3892
... l, 3046

. •• -0. 1907

... 0.6155
•.. I. 1999

•. • -C. 2000

•10 8 -1.8738
.10 8 -2.0274

... 0.0468

.I0 A 2.1695

... 0.4240

.,. 0.8950

I0 TI
I¢

I0

I0
I0

I0

I¢ IE
1O SF

I0

I0 IA
I0

1O

Interactions 67 V£G67
68 V0068

69 V6069
7¢ VO070

71 %CC71

72 VCC72

73 VCC73
74 VCC74
75 VCC75
76 _0076
77 VG077
78 VC078

.05 A 2.8151

... 1.3909

... -1.6444

... 1.5422

... 1.3739

... -1.0521

... 1.3306

.01A 3.4935

... 1.4603

... 1.5171

.05 A 2.3822

... 1.5013

i0 Gabe
I0

lO

lO

10

I0

lO

10 Otis

tO

lO
I0 Martin

I0

GAI

44th Day

79 VCC79
80 VC080
81 VfCBI
82 VOC82
83 VC083
84 v0¢84
85 VCC85
86 VC086
87 tCG87
88 90088
89 VCC89

gO V0C90

.lO A 2.0841

••• -0 •8056

... -1.6887

•01 8 -3.6154

.., -0.4417

... -|,5624

•01 A 3.3806
.05 A 3. 1009

•Of A 4.5286

.05 A 2.7083
• 05 A 2.5226
• 05 A 2.9594

I0 Gp Active
I0

10

10 Isol Passive
I0
I0

10 Similarity
I0 Friend

I0 Work Part

I0 Stability
I0 Frnd's Frnd

I0 Marg's Infl_



DATA SET 1
PROBLEM 3

T TESTS

VARIABLE

STOW'S FOLLY
TOP SIX**BOTTCM SIX

SIGNIF DEGREES
LEVEL T-RATIO FREEDOM

gl _OG91

92 V(C_2

_3 V{OS3

94 VC094

•.. 1.1396 I0

•01 A 3.4110 I0

•.• -1.6380 I0

•01 B -3.7203 I0

•01 A 4.1435 I0

Persnl. Influ.

Diff.

Overall rankin_

99t_ Day

(_6 VG_96
(;7 V0C97

_8 VtG98

lOC VO I00

IC I VO I0 1

102 VOI02

103 _OlC3

104 VOI04

I_5 VOle5
1C6 VO 106

•01 A 3. 7435

.05 A 2.6355
•01 A 3.S301

.05 A 3.08?5

•05 A 3.0859
•05 A 2.4450

•.• I.4624

•01 A 3.2330
•,. -1.6380

•CI B -3.8035

•01 A 4.7326

I0

I0
I0

I0

I0

I0

I0
I0

I0

I0

IO

Similarity
Friend

Work Part

Stability
Frnd's Frnd.

Marg's Influ.

Persnl Influ.

Diff.

Overall ranking

NUMeER _NC

.I0

34

PERCENT OF

LEVEL

3_.C755

ITEMS SIGNIFICANT

• 05 LEVEL

28 26.4151
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_i) the t_¢o most positive and the two most negat_.vely ranked Ss; (2) the

tltree most positive and the three most negatively ranked Ss; and (3) the

six most positive and the six most negatively ra_ SSo

It will be noted _hat the factors vary in significance among the

three comparison groups and between this statistical method and the

previous empirical technique° Statistical significance is expressed in

terms of the significauce level of probability (.i0, .05 and oO1 in

increasing order of probability)° Which factors or levels of probability

utilized is dependent upan the degree of accuracy required. As the cc_ara-

tive groups increase in size the number of significant factors increases

also_ It cannot be assumed that the same factors are not as applicable to

the smallest groups as to the largest° The variation is probably due

primarily to the limitations on the size of the sa_pleo

It can be assumed that the most valid factors are those _nich

appear as significant for all three groups in order of probability. For

example, the _PI Pd factor is significant for all three groups at either

the oi0 or °05 level, and OPI SF factor is significant throughout all three

levels° This _uld appear to confirm the earlier e_pirical judgments con_

cerning these factors. Howmver, other less conclusive factors may be

utilized in conjunction _Ith these to increase the reliability of the in_

struments insofar as their limitations are recogni2_edo
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G_rou_ Activity Inventor_ '- Penthouse III

As a lon_ +-_,_I ___.asure_nt of gr_p activity, a rsndom s_!ing

of each subject's activity was recorded daily. The day, from 8:00 aomo

until 3_1:00 p.mo, was _ivided into fifteen mimute periods° These periods

were numbered consecutively and a random selecticm of ten periods chosen

daily using a llst of random numbers. At these specified times a survey

was made throughout the experimental area to deteam_ime each individual's

activity. A sample of the form is attached as Appendix E. Activity was

categorized as follows:

Active Passive Active Passive St_ Telephaue

Conversa- Reading _th Reading Sunbathing (Conversation _th Eating

tioz others alone Sleeping staff members; Ergometer

Cards TV (if _th Writing Withdrawn te.le_honing out- All tests
others Hobbies side) Bathing

in room) Drums Treadmill
HI-FI Scheduled

active

excluding
Flatus eXpo

Some activities could be classed as either grouped or isolated and active

or passive depending upon the condition. Reading in a group _ms grouped

passive as it was a form of resistance against C_aP communications;

reading alone _s isolated active as it appears as a resistance against

_olitary inactivity°

The purpose of this inventory _as to meam_e the percentage of time

_pent in each of T/lese activity forms, Indlvidu93_ly and collectively,

and the degree of change which might occur during the course of the experi_

monte In the fi-nal results Duty _ms isolated from the remainder of the

activities as the individual had no control over this item and it varied
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from week to _¢eeko

_ne co31ective data for the tot_A exper_mnt group is contained Ln

Figure 15o be information is presented by _ek for the six-week period°

_e percentage is for the week beginning with the date imdlcated; there

vere approximately s_enty inventories _._ week,, For the initial three

_eeks the activities remain constant with the e::c,._ptlonof am increase i_

staff' affiliation during the first week° A slight increase in grouped

ac..ti_ty occurs in the third week accompaui_l _r a slight decrease in

isol_ted activity and grouped passivity. Then, in the fourth week, _nile

isolated, staff, and telephone activities remain constant, there begins

a steady increase in grouped passivity with a concomitant decrease in

grouped activity. This continues throughout the remainder of the experi_

ment° As imdlcated, camversation among subject-3 and intergroup games

_e the primary grouped activities. It is in these activities that

the decline occurred. It should be noted that as a collective category

the grouped function did not change_ only the fozm of the grouped activi;;y

bee _ame more passive in nature° Individual Ss di_. not attempt to isolate

themselves physically_ but rather mentally. It is true that the limited

_pace _.touldalso limit the extent of physical isolation possible; however,

this _ould be a normal condition in any such isolated situation and _,_u_

not account for the specific change in the grouped activity. Also_ _hat

isolated passivity there was remained constant rather than increasing at

the e.xpense of isolated activity°

In summary, it appears that while grouped and isolated activities

remain constant in such a socially isolated group_ inter-personal grouped

activities begin to d2crease rapidly after a eer_aln perlod--in this case

half-way through the experiment° Affiliation ne,._dsappear to remain
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conslmat, but not active commumicatio_ nee_so

%_e changes in activity among the Ss of _is experiment are probably

due to a number of factors@ However, it appears :_hat these factors are

related to grouped activity. The decrease in conversational and recrea-

tional interaction suggests the possibility that the motivations stimu_

lating these activities decrease although the need for group affiliation

remains constant° The lack of na-_ intra_relational stimuli could acc_ant

for the decline in interacticmo The stlnmtli offered by new relationships

has been exhausted (in this experiment of six _s duratiom) by the end

of the third week° The third week ended with a slight increase in grouped

activity and then the decrease begins_ first slox_ly and then, by the be-

ginning of the fifth week, with greater acceleration. _he latter may be

accounted for by the expectation of experiment termination but the argument

for the opposite effect (greater grou_ed activity) is as strong.

It was during this perio_ (the fourth weeJ_) that organized opposition

to part of the experiment occurred. This would seem to suggest greater

conversational activity, but the opposite was the case° This fact, in

turn, suggests an anxiety factor. The increase in anxiety as a function

of social isolation may be responsible for individual _rithdrawal within

the grouped setting°

An analysis of the individual S's data on the Group Activity In-

ventory does not suggest a positive correlation between categories of

activity for the Ss in general° Individual deviations from the average

group score for categories indicate that the Ss with the highest socio_

positive and socio-negative indices are those _lho vary greatest from the

group means° This would seem to suggest that positive and negative affil-

iates display behavior which Is less predictive based upon group norms°
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If _e ex_zhne the direction of this varis_ce fram the average for

the group, however, _ find that the socio-extre_es behave in an opposing

_nnero Within the categ_ of Grouped Activity the extremes behave as

we might expect upon the basis of socio-metric e_luationso Pat indicate._

the greatest percentage of total time spent in Grouped Activity, Lee sh_;s

the least° This, of course, is positively correlated with their affilia_

tional acceptance and rejection. These oppositic_2s hold true also for the

categories of Grouped Passive and Isolated A_tive in the expected direction°

Lee is highest in Groupe_ Passive and Isolated Active, _aile Pat is lowest_

The implication is that one necessary quality of positive affiliation is

Grouped Activity. Tkis holds true in general for the socio_positive_ as

a group; they were above the group average for Gro_ed Activity. In this

micro-society, the individual who appeared most active in isolation, Lee,

_ms most rejected by the group.

It is necessary to reiterate that this is a micro-society cc_po_d

of peers° It is not possible to anticipate the effect if a social strati_

fication we:m i_posed upon the group. To the extent that we assume that

affiliation is anxiety reducing, we _pothesize that a high degree of

presence within the group is its necessary antecedent. This s_sports

steadies which suggest that effective leader_hip occurs in an isolated,

anxlety-increaslng ccmdition. The positive peer S is active within the

pe_r group _hich is a condition of equality, and this is distinct from the

opposing leadership condition°

To the extent that _ accept various types of individuals _ influence

upon the group as an indication of lemlership, over_ or covert, potentisl

or actual 3 the three Ss of Penthouse llI who are _zked highest in infl,uauc_.

are among those most isolated from the group@ This ranking, however, is
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also positively correlated with age of r_:ed So

Wemight expect that Ss would spend the _reatest amount of their

GroupedActivity time with those _c_ they vim_ as most similar and com_

patlbleo Figure 16 showsthe degree of time spent by each S in inter_

relationship with the other Ss within the Qrouped Activity time= (As

each S varied in the amount of Grouped Activity time, the percentages

shown do not total to i00 percent; however_ this study is interested only

in relative rankings and this is provided by the data. )

There is no tight, positive correlation between the individual Ss'

greatest and least identification choice and Grouped Activity interaction

time _gpent with that subject. However, of the Ss _ 24 greatest and least

association times, in i0 out of 12 instances the person with whom the

greatest amount of time was spent is either the first ranked similarity

choice (4 cases) or within two rankings of that choice; in !i out of 12

instances the least smount of time was spent _th either the last _ked

similarity choice (2 cases) or within two ramkings of that choice° To a

significant extent the Ss spent the greatest amount of their Grouped

Activity time with those whom they viewed as most similar to themselves

and the least amount of time with those vi_i as least similar° _here

is also a strong association between the amount of Grouped Activity time

spent with a S and his ranking as a preferred friend or work partner° The.

amount of time spent _th am individual is relat_d to a S's preference for

his friendship and, c_ slightly less 3 his desirability as a working

partner o

To the extent possible, Ss in this type of microsociety attempt to

limit their interaction with those with _om they do not identify most

positively or are least compatible° It follo_s that this group would be
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isoln.ted from a substantial degree of Grouped _tivltyo This is confirmed

by comparing the subject evaluative data from the IG_ and the amount of

grouped activity interaction for the Ss indicated by the Group Activity

inventory° Generally, those Ss %_ewed most negatively have the least

_-mnountof interaction with other Sso

The psychological significance of this is affected by variation in

physical space° As this space decreases the individual subject is less

able to isolate himself from those he views negatively as either dissimilar

or non-compatible. We might hypothesize that _o_lp anxiety is partially

a function of the degree to which the other Ss are viewed as similar and

compatible° In these experiments we have requirei a ranking that forces

acceptance or rejection. The intensity of this is not known. Further

study is necessary to establish a significant sad predictable correlation

between group anxiety, howmver meam,.red_ and associative factors°

,Socio=ps_rch.ological Data in.Support of Soci,>_!egal Hypotheses

and Assumptions

If we address ourselves to the group, rather than to the individual

Ss; that is, if we examine the "average" experimental man as defined by the

material which we have collected from measuremauts and observations, we

can make certain statements about a collective personality pattern and

particular patterns of behavior. It has been s_ted previously that our

experimental groups indicate a typical, but intensified, college male

pattern° This in itself implies certain distinguishing characteristics

when compared to the norm for males in the gener_l population° This gro.q?

has more intellectual ability and motlv_tion; it has greater social pl-esence

and aggressiveness; however, this is coupled _th an uneasy psychological

balance which is impelled towaml change°
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Whenwe contrast this pattern of personaf_Ity and anticipated be-

havior with the structured requirements of the experiment, _ assuming

a cognizant volunteer to such an experiment, we _e rational in accepting.

e_d supportln_ the socio-le_al hypotheses of anti-law. It could be ex-

pected that the personality which we have desc_.',bedwould not acquiesce to

t_e rules of the experiment without overt or covert opposition or co_pen_

sating behavior° That the individual is aware of what he is getting into

i_; another question.

Althou@h the groups recognized a priority of rule co_liance, even

those requirements _ith the highest priority _ere challen_o Those of

lo_ priority were drastically modified or ignored. It might be asked if

this was not simply normal resentment of rules of the type displayed in any

structured social situation as, for example, the military. This is probably

both a qualitative and quantitative question, &ifflcult to answer in terms

of statistical significance because of the absence of exact control com_

parisonso E_irical observations as well as psychcmetrlc data suggest hbat

not only was the opposition of greater intensity but it indicated a _rider

scope of qualitative d/varsity. The personali_j pattern indicates psycho-

logical deviousness and this was translated into the particular type of

behavior which we are suggesting° The behavior of the Ss in Penthouse I]_

was extreme in this regard. Although confined to less objectionable prac=

tlces, the behavior of the Ss in Penthouse 11"I _as as qualitatively diverse_

What is the effect of the control of this autithetlc motivation)

_.thin the experimental isolation, upon the in&Ividual subject? Here _te

_k_t move from a group to an individual consideration, although _ have in

mind group phenumena° We assume that the individual attitude is not soleJLy

"anti-law" in the group sense but in the individual as wello He desires to
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m_intain his individuality; he achieves via indep_naenceo Consequent34f,

he has to view himself and be _rle-,_<1.as in_epende:ato This is difficult

in confinement, _._ich has the effect of intansii_g the nee_l for imde®

pendenceo The maintenance of psychic space becc_s of primary importance°

A measurement of psychic space is not easy to obtain° In this

experimental setting it might be translated physi_:ally into time spent ir_

isolated activity or group passivity. Both reqtdre an individual defense

against, or a reaction formation to, the d_mnds of the environment° The

isolation from external stimuli in both instances is a maintenance of

psychic independence° In the grouped situation it is easier to interact

than to remain passive; in the isolated condition it is easier to withdraw

than to remain active° In the one case, the indi_Idual is countering anti_

cipat_d invasion, while in the other independent activity acts as a defense

against possible invasion°

During Penthouse 17/ a_praximately 59 percent of the time was spent

in these tl_o categories, grou_ passive and isclated activity° Again _

sre at a loss for control comparisons b_t considering the space conditions

_hat made physical isolation a/most impossible, a_i a lack of constant

Tnter-personal commumlcations improbable, this is a significant portion _?

active independence malatemaace. It ahou]xl be no%ed that in the last half

of Penthouse III this i_emce within the grou_ increased considerably°

The maintenance of psychic space has been considered here as active

_ithdrawal, primarily as a means of assuring Independence. Not even the

,_ed for affiliation eoumteracts this assum_tiono Psychic space has to b_:

defined in terms of a group structure, it has no meaning out of this cont_xt°

The Ss of these experiments Indicate a high need and ability for social

interaction but, to a great extent, it is the increased probability of
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in_raction _ich allows a greater instanc_ of i_lependent beha_oro TDere

is no _ratification in sating independent!_vby ome's self; who is there to

appreciate the ingenuity dis_laye_ in maintaining omens independence?

There is also the state of l_assive isolation or cocoonlngo The Ss

of Penthouse Ill spent approximately 4 percent of their time. in isolated

passivity (thls, of course, e_ludes the hours of sleep between 11:00 pomo

and 7:00 a°_u )o The activity designated as "isolated passivity" was pri-

marily sle_.ping and %rithdravalo An average of .,°6minutes per day _as spent

by each S in absolute psychological isolation, or slightly over seven ho_cs

per d_y for the _-oup. It is interesting to note that this tendency re-

m_ined relatively constant thro_out the duration of the experimant° _Wnile

it is possible to sugport %-ithdra_al behavior by reference to the elevated

schizoid factor in the inventory data, _ are a_ain faced with the necessity

cf comparison data which is not available at the present time.

The Experiment III IGP_ measures three inf._..uencefactors: influence

_rlth Dr. Margen, the project Director, influence vlth peers (other Ss)

and personal influence.

The foll_ring table compares the degree of Grouped Activity _rith

the ranking of peer influence and personal influence.

Degree of

gro_ Peer Personal

activity Influence Influeace

Pat Martin Martin

Ken Sam Pat

Hal I_e Jack
gack Pat Sam

Ned Hal Hal

Ray R_Z Ned

Gabe Jack Lee

Sam Ken Ken

Martin Ned Ike

Otis _ Ray
Ike C_be Otis

Lee Otis C_be
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The eversJ£t dat_ for each of these influence factors for the total ex-

pel_im_ntal period indicate that the identical Ss are seen as influential

i_inthe highest quartile) with I_o Margen and personally but in the ease

of peer influence the S %_ith the lowest ranking c_erali evaluation is ranked

third in the top quartile by the second x_ek of the experiment and subse-

quen_lyo In the other two influential factors this S ranks in the l_m.r

quartiles. While there appears to be a positive correlation betx_en types

of influence, this relationshi p is not as constaut between the level of

activity and influence. Factors other than grot_9 activity affect S evalua_

tions of influe_Ceo

This suggests that some group opposition is being expressed° Ss

are gemerally of the opinion that their peers have greater opposition to

the established experiment structure than they attribute to themselves°

_lis mey be the way in _ich opposition is "safe.1_v"expressed by the in-

_tw-ldual So We might expect that a difference exists bet_en the evalua_

tion of individuals by their peers_ or fellow Ss, and by staff members°

Along certain dimensions it is possible that group opposition to the staff

or the experiment might be expressed in terms of rejection of those Ss

_o are seen as more influential with or acceptable to the staff° If this

is true we have a measure of anti-law. A comparison of staff and S evalua-

tions indicates:

Io Exact agreement between staff and S evaluation as to most in-

fluential So

2. One ranking difference only betu__en s_f and S evaluation of

least influential S (Ss' evaluation based upon Pemsonal Influence rating)°

3o Seven to ten ranklngs dlffer_nces betxmen staff and S evaluation

of least influential Ss based_ respectively, on Ss' Influence on Dro Margen
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oJ!dPeer Influence°

4o Generally, within the first and four_1 qtmrtiles of Ss'

evaluations of Personal Influence there is a sisnificaut agreement with

the staff° The one exception in the highest qu_.-tile is the S who re_

ceived the highest overall rating by the Sso

Again, we see that amy opposition by the Ss is seem as grou_ and

not individual opposition. The individual Ss see others as opposing, mot

themselves, based on a cce_arison of Peer and Personal Influence with staff

influence ratings.

_a_ng the factors other than influence there is greater divergence

bet_en the Ss' and the staff members' evaluations. Here it is necessa_j

to draw rough similarities between S personality factors ranked by the

staff and the Ss' evaluations expressed by the sociometric instruments°

_z cc_aring the two positive and two negative Ss _ith the staff evalua-

tions we find:

Io The S evaluated the highest by the group received no top rating

by the staff, in either positive or negative attributes, although he _ms

viewed quite favorably (second in Imtelli_ce, third in Maturity, fourth

in Independence and Normalcy of Bahavior)o

2o The S evaluated the lowest by the grot_p was rated by the staff

as the most Aggressive and the least Imflueatial amd Mature.

S. The S second highest in group accepts_ce rated by the staff

as the most Normal Behavior and the least A_gressive and Anxious. (In

s_. evaluation not reported elsewhere in this study, this S was also rated

by the Ss as the most Calm_ )

4° The S second lowest in acceptance %ras ranked by the staff as

the most Anxious and the least in NcacmLlcy of Behavior, Imd epe.ndence and

Heipfuluess o
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Generally, we can assume +_hat there is no _cnflict bet_en subject

and st_Lff evaluations° Positive Ss are evaluated as possessing positive

chs_acteristics by the staff and negative Ss as m_Ifesting negative be-

ha%__.Oro To the extent that the Ss did not equate Influence and Cc_pati_

bility as %_ might attribute to the stsff_s evaluation(based upon a ranking

of positive characteristics), we can assume that Ss' independence of

evaluation existed but not to the extent of opposition to staff. This

asstunes that the Ss were aware of the Staff's ev_luationso To the degree

that the Ss were precisely cognizant of which S was most influential _rlth

Dro Margen, as an indication of this m_areness, we can assume that the Ss

were generally knowledgeable ofstaff opinions, Since no opposition _s

indicated in this instance, there is no reason to believe that it existed

elsewhere o

The one area of notable inconsistency bet_en staff aml Ss evaluao

tions occurs in the individual S's assumption that the other Ss were more

_il]ing to be influenced by the S who _ ranked as the least compatible°

This m_%y indicate a latent hostility within the group which was overtly

displayed during the fourth week of the experiment when opposition initiated

by S evaluated as most negative (least compatible) .and to certain aspects

of hhe experiment was expressed in a petition supported by nine of the

t_Ive Sso

Recommendations

Io Determination of specific purpose for psychological and sociolo_ical_

research. The studies in -hhese areas so far have be.en for the purpose of

generating working hypotheses and general directions for research. A

variety of instruments sad methods have been uti/d.zed, some with greater

success than others° It is nm_ necessary to evalua-_e these implements in
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term_ of specific Goals to be obtained. A signi.fi_ant amount of psycho-

metric data has been collected for subject _election purposes° The ideal

experiment would be to formulate hypotheses on the basis of this data and

test their validations°

2. Establishment of psycholo6ical and sociological controls. The

example of selection hypotheses and many others require that some control

groups be maintained for comparison purposes. Statistical significance

cannot be _'-hieved without these controls and the nature of the experiment

is such that comparison between the subject group and the responses of a

samp.le of the normal population outside the experimental structure and con_

ditions is unsatisfactory. Control groups do not need to be administered

concurrently, but it is necessary that exact conditions be maintained

except for the variables. For example, if a particular personality pattern

for subject selection is chosen, the control grou_p can be run subsequently

but the diet cannot be modified or other structure or conditions changed°

3o Establishment of realistic p.sycholo_ica2, and sociologlcal

_arameters. The nutritional and, in general, the physiological problems

have been of paramount i_ortance in the first three experiments° This

means that, where necessary, socio-psychological research has had to give

_ray to physiological. We can assume that this emphasis, even under the

most ideal conditions, has had a significant psychological effect that

would vary were the experimental situation ahif_ toward a more realistic

condition. As _e are attempting to work along the _ole spectrum, from

physiological through psychological and sociological to legal structtures,

each sector must eventually be correlated _rlth all the others. However, it

is necessary that some experimental regime be devised in order to provide
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in_ependent control groups _hose investigation _y serve not only as control

but also to allo_ access to the vast body of ez4_._rimenta! data an_d results com-

piled by the separate sciences. This will require an experimental model

in which all sectors of the spectrum are equally represemted.

4. _e__rimental group must form a total personnel structure°

The present experimental conditions permit an internal and external

personnel structure - the Ss and the staff° Much is being lost in the

in'l_raction bet_,.eenthe two because the staff is ellowed external compen-

sations, which they in turn transmit to the Ss_ _lthough staff authority

exists it is not intensely related to the Ss sad _here are long periods

when it is overtly absent, a condition not likely in an authentic situa_

titre° Also, the lack of some form of occupation_l structure within the

subject group creates difficulties in establishing a stable social structt_eo

Abnormal tensions are _reated in attempting to maintain a stlnActure _hich

_.sundefined. This is interesting from the stanlpoint of group structure

or group dynamics, or even group therapy, but it is not realistically and

pragmatically oriented as would appear to be the overall purpose in these

experiments o

5- The ex?erimental group should be formed according to functiano

The Ss for Penthouse I through IIX have been cho_n primarily on physio-

logical grounds° Attention has not been paid to _Cs; occupation, except

by consulting staff members. If we assume an efficient space application:_

add thus a practical experimental situation, we would expect each _;mber

of the group to have an assigned function° This in the ease, for exan_le._

of a predominance of engineers and scientists _ou_d probably produce quite.

a different group personality pattern and group a_tivity structure, althou@h

o_" selection hypotheses should still hold valid°



Addendumto Prlnt-out Sheets (Figure 14) _ page 1

THE ADJECTIVE CHECK LIST

Df ........ Defensiveness

Fav ....... Number of favorable adjectives checked

Unfav ..... Number of unfavorable adjective_3 checked

S-Cfd ..... Self-confidence

S-Cn ...... Self-control

Lab- ...... Lability

Per A_J---Personal Adjustment

Ach ...... Achievement

Dcm ....... Dominance

End....... Endurauce

Ord ..... --Order

Int ....... Intraception

Nut ....... Nurturance

Aff ....... Affiliation

Het .......-Heterosexuality

Exh ....... Exhibitions

Aut ....... Autonom_

Agg ....... Aggression

Cha ....... Change

Suc ....... Suecoranee

Aba ........Aba_ment

Def ....... Deference

Crs ....... Counseling Readiness



_dde__dum to Print-out Sheets - pa_e 2

CAllA PS_E_OLOGICAL _RY

Do----Dominance

Cs.... Capacity for status

Sy.... Sociability

Sp.... Social presence

Sa.... Self-acceptance

Wb .... Sense of well-belng

Re.... Responsibility

So----Socialization

Se.... Self-control

To---_Tolerance

Gi.... Good i_resslon

cm----CommmaIAty

Ac ....Achievement via conformance

Ai.... Achievement via independence

le.... Intellectual efficiency

Py.... Psychologic al-mindedne ss

Fx.... Flexibility

Fe....Femininity



;_dendum to Prlnt-out Sheets _ pa_;e 3

MIEEFSOTA PERSON_I/TY INVENTORY

F----Validity Score

K ....The K Score - Correction factor

Hsn-Hypochondrlasis Scale

D-_Depre ssion Scale

Hy---Hysteria Scale

Pd---Psychopo,thlc Deviate Scale

Mf--_Interest Scale

Pa--®Paranola Scale

Pt---Psychasthenia Scale

Sc---Schizophrenia Scale

Ma---Hypomanla Scale

Si---Social IoF_ Scale



._dendum to Print-out Sheets - page 4

O_NI_US _0Ni_ITY_ _RY

Tl----Thinking Introversion

TO ....Theoretical Orientatian

Es ....Estheticism

Co ....Complexity

Au ....Autonomy

DS----Developmautal Status

IE--- -I._oulse Ex_ressio_

S_.... Schizoid Functioning

SI.... Social Introversion

RL----Re!igious Liberalism

SM.... Social M_turity

MF .... Masculinity-Femininity

RS ....Repression and Suppression

NA ....Nonauthorltarianism

LA .... lack of Anxiety

CK .... Couch-Kenniston



C_pte r V_[_

CT_..U_ERA_ALYSXS OF LE_ ATT_L_S QI._STIO_a_RE

._uell¢_,nM_tington Lansteln

D

D

Io introduction

A. The Subjects

Because part of the interest in the questionnaire _¢as -_ddresse&

to the problem of _._hetheror nct it _rould distinguish basic attitudes

toward legal problems held by people of different backgrounds, four group_

of subjects _Jere employed. Groups I and iI _:ere aiD_ subjects in the

second and third3 respecbively, set of _xperiments conducted by Space

Sclenc_s Laboratory and all had passed the physical screening. Group !

subjects vere male college students bet_,een 21 and ",).8years of age.

Group II subjects ranged in age from 20 to 39 years_ and, in education_

from a high school drop-out to two doctoral candidates. Group II had

agreed to participate in a program of discussion of legal problems_

Group I had not_ All six members of Group I _re willing to respond to

the questionnaire; one member of Group iI refused, leaving eleven

subjects in the group.

Group III coutained 24 second year la_J students at the University

of Florida Lair School. This group provided a basis for comparing atti-

tudes toward the problems expressed in the questionnaire. Because of

their common educational background, the la_ students _re expec+_d to

I am most grateful to Professor Thomas C_an for providing me

the opportunity a_i the encouragement to complete the preliminary

study_

17_
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be mc:e closely acqu_C_nted _th legal principles and more cohesive in

5hei! _ jurisprudential attitude._.

Group IV contained 27 individuals° )/o criterion was used in

their selection except varlety_ professors, _;._uate _.%nd[mdergradu_.te

students, non-professional employees, _d their spouses were included°

i_/iiwere connected _th the University of California at Berkeley. This

group _as conceived c.s a control group providing a baseline of some_Jhat

normal opinion _:_ithwhich to com,.are the other groups.

1
B_ The Questionnaire

The original questionnaire contained 135 questions _a_itten to

elicit answers representing different attitudes toward eight categories

of legal-philosophical problems; fifteen questions were eliminated later

as meaningless or as repetitive of other questions retained in the ques-

tionnaireo The responses 1_ere restricted to "_es," "no," and "don't

kno_.r"; the subjects _ere given no further aid in determining their re-

._ponse s

The final scoring of the ans_zers employed a weighting system.

in accord _ith the basic dd.mension of the test, the answer which _._s

most supportive of "law" was assigned a _ig/%t of i_ _._e least supportive

answer a _ei_ht of 5o The "don't know" response _.rasevaluated in terms

of its possible uses_ _en it was considered, by the legal investiga-

tors 3 to be used to express "indifference, eoD/'usion, or no opinion_"

it _as assigned a weight of 3; when it uas conzidered to express reluc-

tance to _ve a strong, but socially um_!esirab]e, answer, it _zas assigned

a _ic_h5 of 2 if the unexpressed opinion was supportive of law and a

.!
_fhe Questiormaire, _.yeighted score values 3 aaxl mean scores are

in Appe_[ix i.
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,,_ u_ if uusupportive or antagonistic to law_ T_e effect of this

scaling is to conceptualize the "ye:s" and "no" ans_¢ers as representing

opposite Roles of opirdon or attituae to,card the problems posed, arbi-

t_a____ a___.___ the "don't ,kn_._",.. an_rers the midd1__, points of the con-

2
tinuum. This system oi' scoring enabled the later application of corre-

lational techniques of analysis to the data.

Prelimlnar_ Results. The distribution of answers by the subjects

among the answer categories can be seen in Table I. For all ,_ubjects the

mean percentage of ye_ answers was 44_ of "no" ans_,ters 40 percen% and

17 percent of all ansu4ers were in the "don't know" alternative. The

pattern of answers for all subjects is definitely no_ random. Group IV

approaches the overall distribution most clearly_ and has the _,,idest

spread or range of anm_ers.

TABLE 1

Mean and Range of Percentage Frequency Distribution of the 120

Possible Answers for the Four Subject Groups 3

RESPONSE A//FERNATIUTE S

YES NO DON'T I_OW

Group Mean Range _an Range Mean Range

I 36 IO._-55.6 40 9-1.5-61.5 24 0.7-68 1

II 48 34.1-67.4 35 17.8-53.3 17 o.7-44,4

IIl _6 25.9-63.0 42 25.2-54.8 ll I. 5-25.2

IV 44 14.8-68.9 41 15.6-84.4 15 0.7-54.8
TOTAL

All Subjects 44 iO. 4-68.9 40 15.6-84.4 17 O. 7-68-i

2A more detailed discussion of the scaling, is included in

Appendix 2.

3Complete data for each subject can be found in Appendix 3.
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Group i has the lowest percentage of "yes" responses (36%) and the

highest percentage of "don't know" responses (24_); Group llI has the

lowest percentage of "don't know" responses (iI_). Although Group i's

pattern of ans_zers is closest to random_ it is n_inly attributable to

one subject (_i01) who gave 68_ "don't know" answers, and another _ubject

(#i03) _;ho gave 47 percent "don't knee '''answers. Group III's low per-

centage of "don't know" answers is a result of highly similar answer

patterns within the group as sho_cn by the narrow range of ans_:ers in

this group, and by the fact that the lowest percentage of "don't know"

answers for a subject is not in this group. The wide range of answers

and the closeness of the mean of Group iV to the overall mean support

its selection as a control group.

The range of percentage frequency distribution of answers in the

three response alternatives can be seen in Table 2. Group IV again

approaches the overall mean in range of responses to the questions.

Group I had the most subjects _67%) responding "don't know" to any one

question, Group II was next (55_), Group II followed (46%), and

Group IV had the least "don't know ''_responses to any one question (41%)

as well as the most restricted, but negligibly so, r_ge of responses

indicating more disagreement among the members of the group.

The use of the "do_a't know" response is of inberest because of

its repercussions when the questions are rescaled. The subjects and the

questions which have a high frequency of "don't know" responses will be

the least reliably measured and will contribute the most error to the

analysis. In particular, Group I subjects will add error to later cor-

relations among both questions and subjects; Group IV will inject error

into the correlations among its subjects° Group IIX will be the most
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Range in Percentage _h'equencyof the Subjects' Answers
By ResponseAlternative 4

RESPONSE ALTERNATIVES

_nOUP Yes No Don '+ Know

I I00-0 i00-0 67-0

II iO0-O i00-0 55-0

All

Penthouse

Subjects 88-0 lOO_,O 47-0

III I00-0 i00-0 46-0

]V 93-4 93-0 41-0

TOTAL

All

Subjects 91- 3 93- 3 37- 3

reliably measured by the questionnaire. Additionally, the amount of

error introduced varies from question to question azd from subject to

subject. This error is uncontrolled and mu;t be kept in mindwhen

considering the final results.

II. DIMENSIONAL_ALYSIS 5

A. Genera/ PurpoJe and Method

_he general method selected for exploring the relationships

among the questions and among the subjects was dimensional analysis°

Complete data for each question can be found in Appendix 4.

5Dimensional Aua_rsis is a genetic term substunlng the myriad form_

of factor analysis, cluster anaiysls, and their futile progeny. Two in-

troductions to the subject popular with psychologists are Factor Anal_slsi

An Introduction and Manual for the Psychologist and Social Scientist by
R o _. _l_ _nd _chome'tric Methods (Chapter XIVI_ by J. Po Guilford.

Another approach is that of the British psychologist Cyril Burt in The Factor_

of the Mind: An Introduction to Factor Analysis in Psycholo_:. A mathe-

matic _pproach i_ t_ken by Ho H. _arman in Modern Factor Ana_. '__

discusses a_i eva/_uates [_f of the variants of dimensional _!a!ysis,
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The specific method selected was cluster analysis 6 which provides tech-

niques for pursuit of the goals of this exploratory study. First,

cluster analysis all_cs for the examination of the statistical propertlez

of the questions developed to examine the categories of legal-philosophical

questions. The reliability and validity of the questions, and the

correlations among them, can be evaluated. Secon_j this technique can

be used to find a minimal set of questions which are most independent

of one another and that best predict the scores of the subjects on all

the questions. Finally, it is also possible to locate groups of subjects

who have similar scores on the sets of variables.

Domain sampling theory, the basis of cluster analysis, views a

cluster of variables as being measures of a single domain of behavior.

The variables (questions) are a sample drawn from an indefinitely large

behavioral domain. The reliability coefficient indicates the extent to

which scores on the variables in a cluster reflect the score the indi-

vidual would obtain if he were tested on the entire domain of behaviors.

The importance of reliability, besides i_licating the extent of error

introduced by a particular measure, rests on its ability to limit the

VCluster analysis was developed as a logically, m_thematically,

and theoretically sounder alternative to factor analysis by R. Co Tryon

of the Psychology Department of the University of California at

Berkeley. As BC TRY Project CAP, cluster analysis has been progrsmm_d

for the IBM 7094 computer; the users' manual contains, in detail, the

theoretical and mathematical formmlations. A briefer explanation can

be read in Professor Tryon's symposium paper, General Dimensions of

Individual Differences: Cluster Analysis vs. Multiple Factor _nalysis.

Specific problems and uses of cluster analysis are discussed in Mr.

Tryon's articles listed in the bibliography.
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............. _ between obte.ined s_:ore_

:_<).the elu:::ter domain. It is essent:£;P_l that :_eliabilities be hi_ in

order to avoid in.troGucing these co._p].ieations, which limit the value

of 5he results, into the a_ ...._

In clu;ter _m_a!ysis, validity of a cluster is defined as t_._

correlation of the observed cluster score _;Ith the theoretical cluster

do_k%in score cor_pos_l of an i_definitely lar_ number of variables, l_ow

v_l!d!t_," has several sou_cces: flrss, the v_ri_bles rejected to sample

a particular domain are not doing so, possibly %_callse t_he domain is

poorly defined or the q_estions "-_renot strictly derived from the do_zin

as defined; secop.d, the measurement of the variables is unreliable; an_[

third, the variables, while not hig!%ly correlated with the extended

domain or with one _ulother, are kno_¢n to be good measures of the be-

haviors or attitudes under examination. This last can only be estab-

lished through external criteria.

Five steps 8re required to f ind_ or to evalttate, the sets or

cl_sters of variable_ 8nd to obtain groups or c&usters of i_iividuolJ

7The actual limit of oorrela_ion by reliability is given by the

follc_ing formula:

rx,F = rx _r r_y_ _ _'_xyy

where

rxy = the validity coe_ficlent

r
x_.v= = the correlation betx;een observed, domain scores

sx.,deeores whi.-h _ou!d be obtalued on the entire

exter,ded domain

r = t,ae reliability of the cbse__,ed domain scores
xx

r = the reliabili:y of the entire extended domain scores.
YY
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_¢ho ha_e si_'[fha" profiles on the va.¢!aYole clusters. These steps- ere

outlined below alo_C _th the variaZions appropriate to the two goals

of 3.) using an empirical cluster an_iysis to find the minimal _et of in-

dependent questions which accol_nts for the variance of the _n_ers al_

best .predicts _;he s_ojects _ scores, and 2) evaluating the sets of

questions der_,_ed from the eight rabionally predefined categories°

i, The Paired qC_arison of the Variables. In this step the

_orre_ation coefficient 9 c.f each parr of variables is computed, q_e

obtained cozTei.ation coefficients e,_ter a square matrix _in this case_

]20 x !2K)) in _rhich bhe general proi_ertles -among the variables are

sought.

2. Th__eC_o_ of Va_iable_] into G_neral Clu_ters of Variables.

In the rational case the variables _o i_ clustered have been defined in

advance as t/-.equestions derived to examine each category. In the em-

pirical case, the ma%rlx is scanned for those variables which order the

s'abJects in the s_e general way. Ideally, the pattern of correlations

of each variab3.e in a cluster is congruent or collinear with the ether

variables in the cluster so that the w_riables which enter a cluster

ot_/er the subjects in the same way _nd a cl'_Ister score is the best

single measure of %_his order. Reli_bility and validity is estimated

for the rationally predeflned clus%_rs and for the empirleal c3usters.

8For a list of the component programs correspoading to these

steps and brief notes on their fur_e_ion, see Alrpendix 5.

9The function of the correlation coefficient is to describe the

degree to %nhich the t_o variables o_,_der the objects or individuals in

the same way or the degree to which individ/a/s obtain similar scores on

the varlables_ This relationship i_ described by an index number bet_een

_i.0. A correlation coefficient of zero ir_llcates no similarity of order-

ing of individuals "_u_that pair of variables; +I denotes exactly the

same ordering while -.I indicates pr(_cisely reversed ordering of the
ir_/Ividua_s.



:3° qe,,!_L-7:.i_!.......:_,_2._%o_ t_e _e_i __' - _o_, .R ........usZe, o of Variabies.

_._nthe c,._seof the z',it.__ona:._._-predef_It_edc_ _'__-_ the varlable:_ c_n

be examined in _ ...... ",ez_._oof' their re__nfio_ship to the do_ain they are in-

categor:[es--es;,eci_:,l].Z ],) the de_ee to _£nich the cate_:ories c>verlap

thus _ieiding simi3.ar zn].ormat,_on_ .__ 2) %he suitability of %he

questlon_ In a given cagegory to that area. In the empirical case: the

objective of this :-:tepis to econon:ize the kinds of ,_ariation ey!]ibited

by the c!_s+_ers by selecting the minimal number of mf,sb independent

(least correiat,e(] ,!clusters which _re necessp.ry and [_ufficient to de-

scribe _ the genera/ kinds of v_iat, ion observed. After completion

of this step, e_xaminatlon of the va.r._.nbles composing the clus_oers pr'o-

vldes the m_terial for conceptualizing the nature of these phenotypic

g_oupin_s. No assumptions about t._:e '"underlying nature" or "cause"

of these particular _oupi_4_s are nede by t/_e analysis. T_he analy:_is is;

after all_ onlj _ a _tatisticel _ou_ingo _e causal relationships c_re

left to the speculailon of the inv,,stj._tor.

'[_e remaimin6, steps locate _he most general differentiated !:,ypes

of Indi'vidual_ in farms of the clu_ters of veriables derived from ishe

preceding st_ps; and are identica,i in the em[_Jrical and the ration_

c&%se ,,

_o %_e Paired ___q__marison of the Sub2.e_t__s. _heoretically,, _h£s

step requires the comparison of the profile of cluster scores of each

¢, _ 4-,,uboec_ with every ether subject. Hob;ever; the clusters o_" variable'_

d.me___..o_ upon location ofcan be _:onceptualized at _patisl .... _ .... ;_hich the

each individual, can be compu+_l or plotted thereby saving considerab!e

time. Ir_iv_du_Is found toga%her or near one another in this hypothetical
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space have identical profile'_ "_hentogether. _:adsimLiar profiles _'hen

prox_m_tej in term;_ of both the paybern of the profile sin@,, the ma_nitu_e

of the scores.

5. Describin.F2_the Nature o:_ the General _iypes of ouo_ecu_.

This step is t.he sane as sZep 3 ex<;ept that we are selecting clustezs

of tYl_-S of people _-ather _an var!.ables. The profile clusters ha.re

the special proper-b_r of bounding a:_d encompassing al! the other prof_ie_

3o that any other profile can be r_px%,_uced a_] a linear composite,, of

these primary _oTot_pings. Descrlpt[on of the clusters of individuals

is again left to the investigator,

B. Preliminary Resu/ts s_d Evg/uatlon of the _pirica//y-

Derived Cluster of V_.i_bles

Reliability. The rellabilihles of the cluster score_ derived

from the empirieal_{ selected deflating variables range from .7721 to

.6278 for the six clusters (see Table 3). The cluster scores are_ there,-

fore, moderately ac,zurate measures of the behavior of the subject on

questions about that area. Reliability also limits the _aximum corre.-

latlons obtainable between the variables_ "and, _hile the correlation_

obtained are such that predictions between the variables would be of

low accuracy (see Table ""_,), the ccrrelaticns do approach the maximum

values set by the reliabillties. On/j - one of the defining vomiables_

in Cluster II, might be detractin£ from the reliability of the measure-

merits. In general, the cluster s¢or_.s obtained are moderatel_ accurat_

measures of the subjects' behavioz in ter_s ef the _omaln sampled_ a_

the domain itself consists of moderatel_ reid.ted variables.
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Pxoe..'.[o;_ of ..sT,_:eoh f.,_ a b_.sic :!:ight,
,.,'['-0!._..L(L _."dg.,2-').YFt9_ "" " C_::._iiolz" &i'll]. OOT_:l]_Xk_O_'l'b_uO_l

:.<, _._,._.__t ,,uxu;_ _:hol.fL(L oLa.n"'e _ .... mo.t_-- bh.:'.n oo',!:_-ss_

:_C- J.li;::.OC_ 2 E_ "t ]'iC,__c :'_3
1"p. "t-,.' ,.." ,,., -,,.,...,.., ,..,.L]I,.t.LL,.,_j:. ,._.._t_'_'_:LY.: _t.,C-Ce C_O!_C_!zJ.e_;_

,. o]._ _=(_a.. :t u';;';.]..%u'_!.or.,o &:Vf':cc,n-_ hu_tmn r].ig'ni%:y_.

"_:_lu:_.L-:Le;_::Cr<,,-:.,o'::i:.e.v pla_.{.'-%'-: shoul_ ::c b:<-ot_S,h'i_"_ e.:ri;;:,
J.zuu._._ o::_F].:.<Lq p:_:'co:_ou._ _.l:j cc%s ._o_:__.,..tiz_ s.pa,',:,o,

:?J.mlike J;Tptr__;JnG c.un pz_q,c:¢ c on_a,.c¢ on o_,._,.-,......
.[,&:._ shou.]_ ....... o_':vi{L'-.-: mo._:i ,," !"z'oc, dor_ i:._ so,.'.._._...... _,$""o

.L.._._t_p(;ii":icr.:_ nn.d. mcxniit_.r are grc:u:p phenom_:n_.,:



_"..... ;..... _r. [N_e domain ra__i_i'-;y cf "'_'"

• _ ,ro'l to ,, _,a.._........ are _o4erace.dr J-2g_u " n ..... _-,-,.._ assu_J.'_ag i.;.-, .:,_,

the ra!iaoility of an z,_e_.Ln ........ o - _":. ................

values a_._roaeh the !i_its set by w.l,e re]._abali_y of the def.t'_.ing vari..

_,i _,__.:ne {:e::_n._.ng va::.-iab!ea - _ o'-'_" clusterables. The correlatioaa among "-;

a_,e 02' _--_ate value _-,_,,e-,'.--".,_ .-.-* ci.._,._...,_.,,., c:.:_.er the in,:/i-

.. _-'_' _ _.._

i'5"ing grouping ..........

Cih_.ster J;cm-_s,in and Cluc.t_r D:_Y.n So,,uzces. Tb.,<_rang-es cf th_

.....r_,_,b..... :,Tibhthe _IL_t,._. doa_ins ].s o.e-correlations of the &efining .....-_ ".... -

hig_%; ;_ mcaerately rela",_e& to -Gz,:-- "-.._,'.;.u with which -':.hey ere comc,_ry_e-d.,

The cLtusters thamse2..-.;esare _[_?_st ,_n:_--,_',, :mrelai::_ to cr.c _n,-_:_r-

no cc:.:relaticn bet_e,zn c!usT_:T' dcm_m_.s ,::x.....d _' _ _':_"_

of the _oss_b,-_ iutercerreXabieh_ 62_9n,_':the clusters ar_e 0,0.

' _."-.... _r<_=,_e_ itv Ol" eo_,,mu.:<ta2its ei -b_-_ defining v0 riables J.s faiz£.qr

hiF__ c:v'er_'_2, l[see Table 3)- 0_;-_ a fc-.. of i:.lne _.._,inL_,:_ vaz'_e3_"es m-ce

nm_-.,,, a.,_i._.,c,. tmn Clumt_-.v:" 7 a_,"..._ "'__:_. .,....: ead _c'._:_ _re cc_,S.etel:: -. so.

7-_..:-.._=_et,_..._.__'-_,'_.',;f=;_- o"_,_of the ik_-2ini-.._ _ i_,mim2d-e Clus._er,: a_. of the

- ,_,of_n]._::, v_ lab.._._.-,_+:££.y._=._-:_._:_.-;,_, _h'_ basis of'-t:kc. ,_'" "=' of t;r.e _. "_ <'_'_..... "'_-'_-s

• r,_-_,e,.,/<_._ ' A co_?].ete list :::.._ ..:.he de-has b_:e.u &iscusss& in a a,........ --._.,-s z_:c: en,

. ..... _.... _._.,_ ani of .... vmr_ :.:_.:>.'_s i;,:.cluO.ediz, t.l_e em:me.:-::ded

' e_e_,.n_._e_c._.t;s-_ez's;_{.r_,d.i,fhichcarmG._ dei:,ract from the relLisbili-by of %!:e - a " " '
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_t • .L •_ve a cor:.ela_,._on of a_ ].east .50 _._th the cluster dc::_in :_.[_.!bc dis..

cussed, in i:erms of t]:e _c.ore;; o_" ishe _"_-:"'*_-_"-_....._,,_._,_ _ to the

q_estionnaire_ .z sub_eet can be exp_ct_i to h_v(: l_, si_ils,r :_,core_ ._'>u

mote simil_a_ the scores, _nd _) opponi_:m scol_e_ on var:_.ab__._ _,_.c}_ [_re

ne_tlveiy corre].ated, For example, -if a subject has a zc<-..re:of one

_ "_,_q0) _ith var!_ble Z> heon variable x \;hich is high,l.M cc,r:el_vted _, ....

ean be expected to have a score of or ,:._.__-_,o;m on vari-_b,le Z; on

variable z _._ieh i.._hi_.._ly neEatlvely correlated :; ,[DI_ ";i.th .x c,nd _[.

he c_m be expected, to have a sco__e of or ne_ox* :five. If _,h.,c(,rr-eiatie":.n

approach zero; no s_atements c_n be r_Le a'_out the expe_cte_, score_ on

one variable from k_o_rlng the 3core3 on _,_uotl-_er,,

CLUSTF/{ I. Four qt_stlon:_ (37; 9, 61, 55) define this c.lu]ter_

they _ correlated + .8147 to + •537_ _.'ith the domain _ith _.o __Ca_"+"_,,_,,

correla_on.s. The q_e_tions affirm a need for., _.ymp_thy wibh_ c_l

%.zi.llingness to abide b_, rule_, and authority. Seven additional question5

•..=_°90, 79_ 72, 52, 7_ Z03) are corm'elated + .6080 tO •)_ _¢iththe

• u .,"

cluster domain. T%>.ese questions reitez-ate the need fo._"_!e_ au,,ho._._.t.y

arE% le'_dership, stability,, arA obedie_.ce _.ile -_4%..din{,,a note of h_z_._,il[hy

to_-;ard civil dlsobedlez_ee, Parson._, obtaln_11{_ l(rg scores on this clu3ter

can be expected to be extremely su__portive of the received -_;oci,_/[_ystem

(regardless of its meritsli_ impati£nt of a%tez._t=_ to change of the soc_ai

order _ahich do not reil%force the e_isting 6,utLoritles, and _;liL_ht]_vnos-,

talglc for the "good_ olc.'[;authox.itaI.'_:_r_dz.ys_" This is the =.eeoc3,

most reliably easelvalidly measured cluster.

CLUSTER II_ Three questions (!i7, 89, 75) cc.rr_-late + ,85[_2 to

+ o4__, _.:ithno ne_,_tive correlations, to define this categozo,, '_he:[_"
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eo_teut affirms free speech, opinion, a_,_deom_micatlon as a ba._ie right.

The third question _r75)..which detracts from the reliability of the clu_.te::',

suggests that legislatures should pkay a more prominent role in law-

making than the courts. ?go other question_ k85, _<) aro c_r_Iz._.a

+ .50 _rlth the cluster domain. One s£firms the Bill of Ri_hts_ the oth_r

wou/d not enforce a contract from _nich hardship would ensue. [_w _core_

on thic cluster wo_Ld sag&_st a strong orientation toward political free-

don for individuals which i_ upheld by law _ud tempered with bt__nity.

CLUSTER IIIo Three question; (49, 15, 114) correlate + .7315 to

+ o7014 with the cluster domain to define this cluster. No additional

questions meet the requirements for di;3cussion. The question:_ are con-.

cerned with the evil nature of poli_icr_l institutions and the m_per_-

fluity of law. Lo_.Iscores indicate disagreement _rlth such assertions0

T_is cluster is the most reliably and validly measured.

CLU_ IV. Two questions _L_ich are negatively correlated with

the cluster domain define this clusber; Q_estion 3 is cor!_lated -.6852_

Question 54_ + .6593. One would exploit resources found in space "for

the benefit of huma:zity," the other wo_zld leave them t_ere, A third

question (120) is correlated .5106 _,riththe cluster domain: "R_zles don't

bother me if they are not enforced." Zcore,_ ea_e cumulative so that high

scores would reflect an absence of c_xploitative interest in extrafmrre_-

trial exploration; low scores would indicats a certain avariciousness

of attitude toward bhe spatial frontier. This is the second least re-_

liable and validly measured of the :_lusters,

CLUSTER V_ A couplet (50_ i__)whi_h is correlated ._-.6_{_7 stud

+ .6621 vith the clatter domain defines thi_ cluster° The queshions are

concerned _rith disapproval of exter_al i_position of behavior_,] _tar_ard_,_
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and with the la_ as a meam_ to provide "the maximum amount of freedom"

for everyone. One other question {26) is correlated -.5590 with the

cluster domain, and concerns itself with the imposition of behavior_l

standards. L_r_;scores on this couplet would +And to _mply a strong de-

sire for personal individualistic freedom guaranteed by la_¢. This is

the least reliably and validly meam_ed of the six clusters.

CLUSTER VI. This cluster is defined by a couplet (29, 10) which

is correlated + .7482 _ith the cluster domain. The positively corre-

lated question asserts morality as a group phenomenon; the negatively

correlated question places morality on an individual basis. By reflect-

ing the negatively correlated variable, low scores would indicate a be-

lief in the social nature of morality; high scores suggest morality viewed

as an individual phenomenon distinct from _._oup or social phenomena. No

variables added to the expanded cluster met the criteria for discussion.

I_.ofile Scores on the Empiric_a_l!_ Defined Clusters of Variables.

The profile scores, and the subsequently derived profile types, are

based on simple transformations of the subject's score on all the vari-

ables defining the simple, unextended clusters. If the variables which

are negatively correlated with the e.luster domain were negatively

weighted in calculating the composite scores, the effect would be to

cancel the contribution to the composite score of an equally _;eighted_

positively correlated variable thus narro_-ing the range, of scores ob-

tained on the composite scores. This pitfall is avoided by reflecting

(reversing the sign of) -_he negativ__ly correlated variables so that

their weights are cumulative in the composite scoring.

Graphs of the defining members of the five profile groups and of

members of the extended profile groups are included in Appendix lO; a



craph of t_}ei_- me_s in stamla_'d score fo_-m cpm. ]:e s-ee_ in q'ab]e ::].-

7:I}}_[J\B!.LI_:__Y_The re!iabili[ies of i,he ciu.s_er scores of the

defining subje.-ts of the profile g_ouz,s ra_<(_es from °9966 to .91_b.7cvc._

the profile tylpes _[ce detracting f._om the relic.ability _see T:zhle 4).

._nis is probably a function of the small size of the subject gl-ou_.

F_xcept for Profile Grou;, 3, the corz'e._.ations _mong the s,'_o_es of the

defining individuals e.]?proaeh the ]in_.ts s_,.t!'.ythe re!iebili_!es.

VALIDITv AND CLHS_ISAR LDI_AI]_ S¢O[_ES_ The __ome.i._validity is qua.re

high {see Table _) indicating that a._ e_zte_.e_i ._roup of simil._.,_-su?<ject:_

would obtain simiia_- scores° 'fhe ,:or_:elation_ among] the scores of the

subjects defining the profile g_o_)s ;_. tlne _:,ange of co_<r,eiations of

the scores of the defining subject_ _,d.ththe cluster £on_zin ;=_'ealso

hig/q_ except for Profile Group 3_ indicating thaZ these individuaJls h_ve

similar scores on the clusters of ,_-ia'o_.s a..__zl,%re o_"dered si_:/l._']$r

by each of the variable c!usters_ Of course, the ind.J.vid{_als aalded

when tlqe profile _.ro_ps s.re expmad._.d will vat/ mere _d.de<y. The cor,-

relations of the cluster domain sc)res _d.th cne :9_other r'_-p._sefrom ,.'7,_32

to -o0261° Profile Group 5 is the most in_ez_emdent of the profile

grot_ps; its hi_jhest correlation (_.$753] is _it.h Group io Profi'.h_

Group _ is indeper_ent of "b_)eothec _roups e_.cept for Group $2 _.iTk__._]ieh

l_If the score distribution a_,pro.w/rastes a normal cu_-ve,

rough],y 68 percent of the subject0s, c_n be exl:,ected to obtain ._tanda_,_.

scores between $0 and 60; l_ percent _-M_llhave sco]_s between 30 and

40, amd between 60 an6. 70; _ percent will ha\,e scores be..t_,,een2.0 _uud

30, and bet_en 70 aml 80; there _re no s_.bjects _ith scores be_'o_.

these limits° The _ean score has been set at 50_ the standard deviati_._n

at i0o
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i.-;,c(_<_z,ei_,tcs-_-.'_002. Rc9fi!e G_'oup I ]'s n:-_erately correlated _. 52_09

-_.... -_,._lh _::_,t.l_m,Li the other pzoz:_.le Zroui_s.

PROi_-_!_ _.:_u<,_I The defining members of this profile group

have a mean score somme,That lo_.rerthan; but within one stand_d deviation

of_ the mean for all s_£cJects on variable clusters I through V; they

hm_ve a mean score s!ig]qtly mmre th'_n one st_n&ard deviation from the

mean on variable cluster VI. On variable clust_s I through V, 68 per-

ce_t of the po=}t_Aation in a nommql distribution could be e=q>ected to

have scores thLs close to the mean.

%_aese i_,.iviS.uais tenC to _e the most supportive of rules and

authority of the profile groups. _ey also show a relatively strong

oriente:Sien tc_ard legally _aranteed indivi&,_al political freedom_ do

• ,.l_+_nc_t v_e_ law end po .....cal institutions as inherently evil, and do vie_

law as a gu.aren%or of personal, freedom. Si_;!taneously, they give

_ _ di_b_,_t_on bet_._een individual mcra].ity on thestroz_gest su_o-,rt _o ,_h_ _ ._ ....

one hand; aml ]._-gand politics on the other.

All su!jects defining this prcfile t_?e a_._elaw students and th_

ext_:_ed prof:Ll_ _m_.oup_hich inclL_,zles 21 s_bject_ includes one-,half of

the law stud e:_.ts. No cther group of subjects is strongly repz_sente&.

FR,,O_._,__2C_P _2. _ne defining members of this profile group

_u_ve mean sco;:es _:,anglng _thin cne sta_._ard deviation of th,: mean on

all _ix clusters of variables. In a nor_.l distribution, 68 percent

of Ifne population could be e.,._ect_d to have simAlar scores. Theiz me_

sco:_es are th__ highest of the =_;_..___..6%_oups on Variable Cluster !, and

the lowest on Vsxi_le Cluster V.

These s_zbjects tend to be least supportive of; and run,st hostile

to_ t_he exisilng _ "" _T"soc_e_,_ and leg-_lly _!ar&nbeed individual free_.o.ms.
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,_'tll of %he subjecb _--._oups _L'e propJrC;ionF,1!y z_ep;"eseni;._d _on_;

.... -_, v ,a,,_._,_,defining this profile t:_e. In the ex,-ended profile

_'ou_&,the law ......... are .... p...........,_uuaen_s ua_er-_'_ v'e:sent_d a_d the first _'_,::p of

F-_n_<..... ,,::e s_£ojects are ovez--;-e_-rese_-G_d.

PRO_7_._LE._!Ob_ 3- All the _._.'-/,,__.scores of this _'oup az'e _,_.thin

cr.-e_:_:_.._,dard _evie.tion of the ,_'_,_.._e._..._0e:,:ce;otfor their s_()z_es on

Vs.ri :Z,le Cluste;f IV-Wf,ich is 2 I/_:"sb_:.:L_.!arideviations above the mgan.

0nly t_o percent of the popu!atioz_ wo_f_d be e:_f_ected %o diver_ so

_2_k_-dl_. [_ne v_%z,._z-sof this _._ou[@u.re simil.ar to G_ot_p 1 in their

su.p_,tq:tof :L-u!es e._ e.uthority; -Lheir strong ori_:n,b_,tion toward ir,.di-

vidu_,l T_oli%ic_! frea_iom_ a,_i theL_:-::4,spec% ::?or]_a_._a_2_ poli-bic ,al in-

stit_::tJ.on_;. _:hey differ i_ thEub !;he;_,:do not see l_,z e.:_a g_c,rantor

of' p%:r_.onsl _Ix_ua._isuic freedom7[. _neir z,Dst m._keS. _,i "_-_

fro_ the other profile gcoups is the:i::' consi;_tent opposition to extra-

terz%strial e_Dloitat!on.

T_ree of the fou_."per_*ons def:L::_in_ this t3_pe are = ,__,r_,_the mis-

cell_aeous ,_._oun..of subjects9 the oth:__:ris s,la_,<stuienh. Cr_--_t_co

othe_ ...... _ _,,,t_ ' .-_ "....,_, _ m_ke _p the e:_4_e_:-ic.ft¢,coup_ one law s_u_en_ a_,d one

masc :::_._z_neou.s:indivirlu_l.

_ROF_:._._,_0UP 4. The _ee_ seo::,es of the suo_ec'_s defi_d.ng this

prof:.:L!et_,vpeare at the mean for Vari_bie Ciuster_ I and II:, _._ihhin

one st_'ndard deviation _o_,,_ , the [_.__ on V_viable o_.._.,_,_I.....,_"-...._ I!i and iV,

x_ith-tn one ste2_iax'd deviation _'oo-,_e_.:,.temean on Vaz'i_ble Cl_,_er V,

and .fast beyoz_l one stan_emd deviation be!o_,.-the _an on Vsri_ole

Clusher VI. _heir mean score on V i;._the profile groups' hi_hest on
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_ ",'4-_' "_'_+_-'-+';_.-,_- "5o be ,_,_._._ec_-:_'_z_ evi3s, e_d _._re tl-'_,':_n any ...."....

_ ._.e_ir_ of le_:al 5_zaran_ees for person-

alia _:ic zx e_dc._ -_erh_Ds because, _-_o_ tha__,_: other __"ou_; they

vie_,; morality as a _roup i_z'°,o-_-

G_! & L:, . _The s_bjeets defining "'-'- ;;'_oeaa-e f_'_omthe --_ _ _

Pent[:_ouse subjects e_nd f._tomthe _sce!laneous _'o_p. %_ne e__>cnded

_, ._] .-_ .pz,ofile _roup of fourteen me.oars includes zoux _......,3_zs from Subject

Gi--_cLti:_Ii_ five law students, ar_i five _'Lscelianeous [Qersons. .,_oone

from the first _'cup of "_ ..... " -.en_neus_ _ubjects _,_asinc!_zded.

i_-S_OF!ALE_CbU? 5- _ne_e m.d_jeets h_e the h-_._est mean scere_

oyez- t%,o devia_ioz_.s _"cove the _-_b _n Variable _"_ .........--_u__ II sad the

Ic_e_ _m_sz, score on Ve_iablc ,_:-'-__-,_ _=. !iI. _xcept fo_: Variable. C!uste::s

I] :_:_d _z; Ishe:Lr_an sco_es are _._ _±n o_e st_?_._'d deviation below;

the :<e_.

..... __ of this wro:.%_le t_e &re l) an__ne outstsz.._.ing _nar__t .... tl ; s

e_:.Z_em_ un_l!!ngness to g_ar_%_e p:)_,._._._ zree_.om, and 2) their

_I_-renu p_ference for laws and -_,_cl_t4ea!,.,.. _. institutions. _ey ez_pear

to "-'- "",,,::normal_ W stqmportive of the -_z_sbins social s:v-s'Semand &utheritie:._

_. _O sho_¢ some regard for personalistic, iz_iv.%d_la!istic freedom

%11_iie defi__in_ F_oralit_v as an in£!_u8/! __roblem.

_/is _,Dup has four defi_!n_; :m_.mh_zs an_ fo_ _mbers e_ided in

the 9x_;en0.e& _.-oup. '_7_,;o of ........4 .....

are Imz studenhs. Three me_-s ,._,_'_e e_e_ed g_oup are from the

_en%;%ouse_ two from the first t_ro_.



A set of cabegot!as deriveS, f__om the hJ.sto'_,_rof j_ispr_._.ence

-._ereform,J.o.te& by Professor __'iomas Cosign; one of the leg_.l invesi;iga-

tots; for the pus-pose of _et_r__,im;.n_ the l_elevs_lezr of the clusher

sAqel_/si$ of the questionr_ire to this ,jtb._sl?r_l_/entialms,tier. i_-_e

cate_zor_es _ere :

i. Group in%crests vex.sus Individual Intezests,

2. Equity versts L_.._:

_. ._5i-0r_ier versus 0r_'ler;

t:.. kuti--__'operty versus Pr_<terty _

5- In, ovation vel'sus _'ecedent_

6. Natural _.; _,ersus Positivism,

7- Ad hoc AdJustraent versus Codification, _

8. Democratic Decision vers_/s Au_.critari-_-_:ism.

A _v_in%h c_.t.egox_f,havi_] no long-range jurispx'u@.e_tial intex'est,

eol!ee'_d variables e:<_m_ssin_ o_Di_iozs on d_e subject of Space; some

d-_st0.ac,,the SU'D_Iects from the essentialof _<hich were included to ..... _-

leg,?ilstic nature of the questiopme_.-e.

Znherent difficul_ies in the best_]ailit¥ of such a set of

categories are apparent. _ey are hi{_Zy sophistics_ted since they rep,-

res(_nt an _tttempte-d federation of the _uifold asl_ects of Jui-ispmJe__rti _3.

thou_ht over aen_:uries of x{estern culture. Adg.itionally_ each j_-is-

pr__enti_l eate_oz_ contains _inat _p_._srs -;o be a pair of po!-_- Ol)pO-

sites. In fact, this is not sD. }_ch me_)er of a pair is d-,_!eetlca3,_f

related in a very complex fashion _rith its cor_-e!&tive. Moreovem; there

is an extre_.l_ ceml21ex intuitive_r felt e]x'z-e]_a%ion or inte:_l-el&tlon



193

P_t_:en the first members of all the p_irs and between the second

_,_m_e-_-,..........of a_ I the __a___--.__.Despite <:._......_ heterogeneity __t _¢as felt

desir_i_ to subject the questions _e_,<:_oped to prove this set of

cate_e_ies to dimensional analysis be_-_uze it does happen tha_, again

intu_tively_ the first members of each set represent _£_at we have callel

a t_ue,,-_.._,.._to_.,_z_/':!a,._" stud the se--end _embers of the sets sho_.ra

_iencv to the dialectical antithe3is ",cohave called "anti-la_._."

_,elxao_,.].'_Z. The rellao_i_.'.sLes of the c_!uster scores d[erived

from the defining varlables of t&_e nin_,_a _r_; categories f_'om .5725

to . il 9 (see Table 6). T"ne .mo_,erahe ._._eliabilitles of these c].uster

scores indicate that they are only _oderate.ly accurate meast_es of the

individual's "true" behavior as it '_ou:_i be obsex_-ed if a more, ex:,_en-

sire sample }yore taken. One cause _f these lo_z reliabilities is that

vari_b]_s are included among the definers whose correlation _ith _e

cluster do.main is belo_ the mini-._al va_iue theoretically ._..ec_s,,,_y__ to

optlz_tize reliability. _zam _0 bo 5_ percent cf the defining v_a-iables

may be i_,.t__a_t±ng from the reliability of the ,a_._e_'n_ -...... __ of bhe re-

s_ongents'_ scores on the cluster or be_'_a_io.: do,ins (see Table 6).

l_alidit_[. 5_ne domain validiby ,_f the cluster scores ranges

from .7446 to .8767 (see Table 6). Al'bhou_i other of the previous3_

discusse_! factors affecting valid!if{ _ly be involved_ the l_i_.tation

set by She reliabi]_ity of the varia_le,_ is _ufficlent to _ceo_mt for

these lo_A 4 vaSLidities. The correlations £u._ong the vs_viab!es defining

the ce.tegorie_s is very 10_¢ for all _ _---:, "_.a_:_or_._. In Category 6, for

exa_.:_;le,all of the defining questions e_.e in,lei_ndent of one eilother_

and in _ii__lcategories this is true 9f _o_e of the questions. _lis _¢oull

" Ancep_:,able validity ceeffi:ient _o_ld be in t_e o90's.



0

sO

0

0

_Q

*rt c.,_

I

,-I rz_

N

_'__ _ _o _- _ _, ._.

|

P._j
o.rl

Q_ .,-', ,H 0 ,M

:,J ._a

¢

!

| ,H 0_1

_ _ _ _ .._....; ..,:._.

r_ co ,_

.p o _ _ .:-; _:_
GI c_ c_ _ ,rq _:t ;

0

$7

0

14
0

o

,....t

0
.el

cg
r4

.q
0
0

;d

e.,

c_

_-, ;_:

"r'_ "r','



F.dqOv d "i_3. _<',.Z--o

4 P.

,32

Sj}

3-'D

l:s_'O
39

] ].6

..:!'i'D

!03
9:o

77D

2

fP}

4i
7_ .,"54-'J_

o .t½D

48

97D
'74_
570
60D

,.<,<,J
72

I<uss:::.a,ice_=:.

_?'._=ga.<',h:'.,.zc _._J._!; i.au en:fo:[c(.:;:s_
)'.<_ ;_-h:_biJ_zzcs ._ooJ.,_;%y c4_d "-'hou!d. chc:!;d;eonly f',':<"
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Should. _L<pioi$ preolou;_ obje.c'_sfoun([ in space°

U.S. shouT.C__,i<9:_Dri_-t, _, s:ga,oe.%errito.w.".J,_if }b_ccia.do_,v_

Abom<;ion should be p-_.,:Lshe_,by l_.._

Sooia! reality is not more J.v._0o_%,:.nt%horn indiviOn,:_!

r_ality.,
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Cluster _ins aud Cluster ]_<in Score_. The range of cor-

_ . b.....defining varie]]ies _<[<f_ their c_,.us_= _u_,.,_i,,_is

indefemsib.!y _de (see _ab!e_ 6}o. Some ,{,--_{._u_{__..___._.._va_iabies in evex%_"

z6
C:_. As a re.:_ult som_ c&b_go#ies ;_I_•_ m_.iera_;ely correlated ( _668

Ca,,,_go,±e_ 3 az,_ 5), t:hile others _r,_; i:_.&el_lent i'.Otl3 for

_ ..... ",-=:,'_ _ eayt 9)o _zer one-fourth cf the Do_sible co3._re!ations

bet:deem cabego3._ies are a_cove _3_ o%_-_-t:![[i_:d_mce ]_e].ow .l. Indepeuflence

].atLon_?.._:s amon_ attitudes are _ fum.-'c::,ionof [_e ats, ou_es -:utdthe

_n_x,,_d.,_.... :-ho ho2_] them_ not _-u i_o i bio:,%of the me_,sul_i_g _-_u_-:t

de.__.n.,.n_v_?:LaD!es';_legsner_:,!._,:;y or co_%ittv :_an7 of the _- 4

_ _I,_ _" the variable or question

i s e.:_.__ _:._I,Z} S_ e C & :C & C _._, has __,ou.__e :: ,..,o_on_h.i) to t::e other vaa--

i_foles 7.n %he category. Such _z_:_.,.b.:z'.::,in fact, have ve:r_ I.:.:_.-_._=re-

_ _ + { ....... "_ --" other v_riab:es; at::: :.:ile /faey can u__{_u__O_:'::_:.I,lD to a]3,_ r . "

:_-_<:_-_,.=s are :_eiative]_ isolated eie?::.:_:::;s.

Z6N_-e 1__an 80 vea.iabies _s:'e iise_d in t-_o ea_3ories. Since

ll9 va_=i_7oles _ere used as dcTiners of _he categories_ at least 79

vari_bles are mo_e hi[_3j correlate@. _:iicnother categoz'ies hhma% tJne

one th,<f _re defining. _a the other h:_-l; 40 variab:es_ one-third of

the bc'b_<l_ _._re accurately assl_e_L i:,ccategories, and so_ of these

_.,:ereve_- hilly co_?e3_=te@. _i'bh %he cluster &cm_.ins. %_nis is not an

insi _.i fiesm:h _olnieve_t.
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evidence d_.-'-__these ques%!ons_ as i:..re:+:{:Tr_.i.].y_:_ou:_a@.;.ara m_asur_".-_%

_:e ,_.Z%itu_.inal _re_s as c.e,__,=_/jstud kno__ng tht.t mmny vaa_iab!es

_<vx_....... _ ...._j relate4 to e_z,egor!es -_.... vm_u u_-,er _uu_e _;iv:_

%;hich they _re intuitively 6rouped; it is cf interest to exand_ne what

z:ar__b'__ _ ..F.'-'ot\p_,_ith the defining _ = -: ;,_=........... _,.r.,_......s when the clusters sre ex-

oan_edo On]- _j v_nr.lab!es _,_,9{Ichc_unot o'.e__.._actfrom zhe r_]J.abi!ity of

%,he e_ct_._._de{clusters s.nd have a cox_t-e3._tion of ,_t least 30 _._th the

exp_u.ded ci_sLers m:_xlthe clusters will be consi{[ered. __nese vs_._iables

sme !is%_d xn ADpe_._dix 12. By rexl,c_&._ the ne/ative_v correlated

v_c¢iable-_ in each c]2!ster the scores c_l be cu_/Is_ted; and interp_eta-

_-" -" of " "_.o_ D__ -me:znings of the scores _t-te_zel.

CLU_T_ i. Sixteen variables co,t-elated _-_.5648 to .319_ _[ith

the clusber domain. These _mre lO; PC: _4, _8, 83_ 94_ a__d 104 of the

definers; and 7., 9, 32; 40, 6]; 68, T/._ oo_ mud 89 from other caT_gor!e_.

T_ae ....... - . .q,_e,:_,_.ons_:n!cn are _csitively cozze_te_-w-!$n the cluster do, in

_ok 9, 52, 86_ 89, 7, 71, 61_ 63_ and _8) are concerne<l _._,thconcepts

of i_',_i,:i:?c_;l].is_and of law _fl_icamaiz :sld_s stability _:blle treating

•. _ "S _ _ " " ''_ch peL_son as _ i_viduu.l a_n_ _._icb ]r_tvi{es civil r_ghv , d,__,m_eratl,_

politic:/_ processes; and economic compe'_,iblon. (>9posc_ to this ['iS; lO.,

P-O_ ._.__'_'I0_, 40_ is %he a_roval__ of _liq,_as_ power politics, an_ rela-

biv!ze_ mo.__l_t_. Low scores-_ould i_.:;.eate _rae,-._nt with the fo=_r;

hi_ sco_._es }_t]v the latter.

C:%U_i_/-/-/-/-/-/-/-/-_]Xi. _L_even questions co..._l_ .... - .800]. to .388!:- _rith

the clus-,_er dcmain. The _-...._-=po___±y cor::'e!at:=-dquestlcns _,_ere 33 and

47 of the definers, an_ !20, _o _-.).,:, o6, and ll5 fron other catego_-ies]

negatively correlated };ere 85 a_9 78 =_" "d.._ner_, a_ 116, ]-17, and 75 fro.,:
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6A_ 63_ 81_ 19: 80_ _id 53 from other categories _,_re negatively

cor_elated _zith the cluster domain. ___e pos:itlve!y correlated questio:_s

_a !o_¢-scoring subjects de_ the possibility of _ society governed

by love rather than by la_ indicate a desire for using teehnolo_: to

increase the efficiency of la_ enforcement an@. place the bttrden of

_er_liT, y on the inzlividus_l. High-_coring individuals give extensive

s,_9ort to c_.ified _)les _nd authority'jan leadership for groups and

"youmg people;" but limits la_ to a political zather than moral function.

_%is is the seco_l most valid and :._eli__blydefined, of the eight legal-

philosophical categories.

CY/YSTEE VIII. Ten questions correlated +.4952 to -.+ 3e20 _th

the _!uster domain. The positive3jr correlated questions were e6, lOO,

!; 87, 52_ and 39 of the definers _md l!8_ and 67 from other categories_

only t_<o questions_ Lqj add 108, _ere negatively correlated, neither

were definers. The questions positively associated _rlth the cluster

domain and _.[elding lo_; scores aff_*_ a Deed for group leadership

form_l channels for "bhe adjustment of grievances. A willingness to

allo'_ the majority to rule _ithout the protection of minority rights

including their o_m, amd a d_nial of the v_fiue of tolerance and morality

as the bases of law and social pro_ess are also associated. The nega.,

tive[_v associated questions %_hich _ieid high scores on this cluster

deny la_z the function of pr_Iding individual freedom in society and

approve capital punis ,hment.

CL_jSTER IX." Fourteen questions correlated +. 6e_c_2to 2. 3121 _ith

the cluster domain. The positlvel_- correlsted _uestlons _ere _6, 58_

16, 73, 19, a_i 43 from the definers an_ 24, _5, an_ ee from other
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ca_Lo-_........_._s. T_m _2.msticns azsocia._a_._rlth the cluster domain oa_d _zith

L>_,• _Jco:{-esi_.c_ a d_slr_ _ c<dified_ pre-_r._uged_ peacef_l use

_"_ _...__.... governed by the Unite_. Nations. Closely associated _.riththese

_.__,_,_udeo_-_._,._ condemnations of ext.z'a°terrestrial ex_loitatlon and of

authoritarian les.ders. Negatively correlated questions and high scores

a_se::t that the United States sho_-_t_indulge in ex%ra-terrestrlal

territorial expansion if Russia &_s_ sm_i agree that law is, and

,,_ ", , I!should be, a social contract reflecting "social _eaAi_y but leaving

morality to thin individu_. _oth _'ce_netition and monopoly" are views1

as dep__olab±e ideals.

Frofile S_o_es_ "_" on the P,-_tional]_[!__-edef_medCater. The

profile scores and the profile typ_s c_re sgain based on simple trans-

formations of the subject's total score on _ the variables selected

to deflz;_ the category° A _aph of the means of the profile types can

be seen in T_le 8; _aphs of the _.efining _m1._rs of the profile types

and of members of the exten6_ prcfile g_ozps are included in Appendix

l_i.. _-o differential chara_teristics of the p-:ofiles are noted brief.!y,

but _ p.,_ .-oe._uoe oi_'e p_:ofi!e scoras ar_ based comclete_3_ on the a p__.ori

&ef_ners_ the interpretation of t_ese exceedin__ly co_!mx sets of

que_,_ns is !eft to _-:,_':_a_thor_ _. A, Cowan.

_._ ._.....abilzt_e_ of tha cc_osite scores of

the l_j_vidua!s selecte_;,to define: the profile groups are quite high

(f_-om .9686 to .91e3) wen _oug_ so_ of the defining in_ividua_Is ma,_,-

be _o'_z_ringth_ re3.ieToiiity (see 5'ab!e 7)-

V;_I'vDY_"_ " ' __."_._m'_, _,..- _ ............

high indicating that _ ext,_nde_ ;._oup of si[6.1ar subjects would obtain

similar scores (see Table 7}. The._ ranze of correlations of the score_
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........ _..,_3.__._" sCO:.?es O_ "bhe -vs&_i -

un_ those i:3_ _ro_, .... = G_oups I, 2: a_cf defJa_ng subjects i_ica-,_:s _-__" " "_ "- -.

3 _'a_eo:c&e:¢s,lciuite s__vl ;'" [f._e_....-_.-'-__ +" _- :,,"-_:'_-_ b_t

this is o_ly _riera:beiy true in _:-sfi!e C___o,<_5: and _,_.-;hless so :in

Profile _'-oup b,., 9_ other i_J.ivid_;e.ls sre md_!_(L to the _z-o_._e g_ou_ns

they _la.a. vaz2t moz'e ,_n_u.__ ..... _mm._;tsi..miZar to the

_:o_._:) to _:nich %hez: sa'e _£Zde_[.

....:'the clusber &o_zs,J.n sco_es (._!-_!_q"to_ne r_n_e of correlation .....no

-..2_02) in,_icates bh&t t-he p:¢oz2._.egroups are not _.o__._t_l_ -_&e-o_,_1_-t

Profile Grcup 1 correlates ..>-o')_8with Profile O:?o_z3...,=and .:,-863vmsn

Profile Group 5- In z_u_,, &:-cup } sho_._sa s_._,,LLcoyre3_ation _ith -_.%l

the profile L_'otzos9 P__-ofile ..... ) " _.os'_ "_"_ ..... -_"_ Lru_:_;-- _s !;:_,.,z,_._.......; its hi,zest

P_O..%_I_._OTJ-9_ i. __T_fte@::fini_:.{_ x_a,_o_rs of bh:ts _'oup .bare the

lo_,¢est _an score on Cate_c_< iXI, On Ca_:gori_s I_ _T. IV, V; V7

their me_ score is withF_a -"_ _+-_'_'_.. a ....._nt_ _ ]_.ow the _; on

Categories VII an_ iq__I their _an score -- _:.:L_.k_. above _h. _an.

_h.s b'.,Te o .,., two ta'.:' ,.,_,:,,_=_,._., ".... persons fromThe subjects &efining _- ; " _,x,. _........_'- _,:..,o

the second Penthouse _oup, :-_,_do_{,• _sce]/.&neous pez-son. The extendeC

profile group inclu_des a thi_xi of _]lle_enthouse IX s_])Jects; a thiz_! o_?

.... ,--', ...... . - "_-'- _ ;'* free-)she m_sce3_.eaeous g._otL_:ha!f the L,u¢ _Ld_,too az_ o_- one u-_ ....

Penthouse Z. '_,_neincZusiven_ss of the t_pe ...... seem _,u

_< might have substantial ge&lers_lS.%y.
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__H_0FILE _OUP 2_, This gro,_p ha_ a -sh_[_" peakcd _ v_Llel_d

_;_ profile, On th1_ee categories, I, III3 _ VI, the mes/_ scores

are both _ore than a _tandard deviation above the mea_s and the highe_5

seore_ of cuiv _Toup. On Categories iI _ VIX!, although the scores

are within one standard devlatioD, of the mean for all subjects, they

are the lo_est scores among the profile types. On Category IV their

me-in score is just below# the mearL, b_t the highest of the profile ty_es.

The defining members of this group are e_ually divided bet_en

Penthouse 7. sub_ects "and the miscellaneous group. The extended grouI_

includes t_-thirds of the Penthouse I subjects and 81most one-third

of the miscellaneous group. On3_ one law stulent was included°

PROFILE GROUP 3o The mean score of this group is within one

standard deviation of the mean on _ the categories. Its highest

score is on Category II and its "Lo_¢est on Category VII. It sets the

outer limits for both these categories. Three of the four defining

iDdividuals are law students, the fourth i_ from the miscellaneous

i_oup_ The extended group contains seven la_ • students, four miscel-

laneous persons, tu_o members of the second Penthouse group, and no one

from the first Penthouse group.

PROFILE GROUP 4o The mean profile for %his group has been omit bed

because the defining members were extreme_f 6.ivergen_ in both %,he

height and the shape of the profiles.

PROFILE GROUP 5- This group's mean profile is within one _tand._rd

deviation of the mean on Categories I hhroug_ IV, although it marks

the icr_est scores on I and IVo On C_tegorie_: V; VII, and VIII it i_

_>re than one standard deviation above the _,_an, and in fact, appr_nches

t/_e second standard deviation on Category VIXo In Category VI, this

gcoup is approximately one and one-half standard deviations belo_ the
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m_a_uo Pembezs of _ll subject groups except Pe_thouse Z define ar_.

co_-w_:osethis r_oup_

III. General Evaluation and Suggestions

First of all, for a psychologist, questionnaire a,md test con-

struction is a long, t_dious, time-consuming process° The constluAc-

tiol::of a single reliable and valid scale has earned man_ a graduate

stu_:ent his doctorate.. This study is a good beginning, and for explor-

ato_:_ purposes, a useful test thou6h not, perhaps, for precisely its

intended purposes o

The first major problem is that m_ny of the questions do not elicit

relf_able responses. If tested again3 the responses of the same people

mi_t be quite different. This blame can be placed o# the questlonsj

many of them are ambiguous and others are phrased in such a t_y that

it is difficult to give an answer to the _:hole question _zlthout reser-

vation or resort to the "don't know" response° The fault does not lie

in having too fe_ questions, although there are too few questions in

each category. The scarcity of questions pertinent t_, a single &omaln

also _feets the reliability of the measuremem.t of opinion or attitude

in that domain_ in that, up to a point, reliability c;m be increased

by the addition of pertinent questions, i.e_, questions which are

highly correlated _th the domain. Another effect of the lack of re-

liabi.Lity is that the members of a profile group_ in _,_th the height or

intensity and in the pattern of their profiles 3 show-_ide variability;

they are not really closely similar cohesive _,_oupso

On a more cheerful note, the predefined categori._s and the em-

pirically derived clusters of variables do shczr some _orrespondence.
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Category i contains the defining variables of C3_uster %q. Categorj ii!

contains the _hree defining vari_.b!es of C3.u3ter !I!_ ard t_To of the

four defining vsa'iables of ClusZer I plus several of th_ members of

this ciu.sier _en it is expanded to include similar varJabies. Category

IV contains the definers of Cluster IV. Category VIII (ontains one of

the definers of Cluster V and several members of the ex_anded cluster.

Categories II and VI are composed primarily of isolated questions and

members of extended clusters, but contain no cluster deYinerso Categories

V and. VII are a hodgepedgeo

In terms of the c¢_m_osition of the profile groups on the empirical

clusters only the law students form e cohesive _rOUpo 5_e second group

of Penthouse subjects and the miscellaneous grot_p are scattered across

the five profile types although the miscellaneous g_oup defines Group 3,_

The first group of Penthouse subjects are absent from l_,ofile Group 3

and are most visible in Profiles 2 _ 5, both cf _Jhich indicate _.

cert,.in degree of hostility to_Tard society in general or tc_.;ard politic_d

freedom° One of the more interesting possibilities here is to cc_are

these scores _rith the other psychological data vhlch ha:; been collected

in the Penthouse°

To use the questionnaire in the future, questions and variable

Clusters IV and VI might be deleted vith suffic__ent fai-;h in intuitive

guesses at the values of the questions in the predefin_[ categories,

those categories could be divided into two negatively correlated opposing

groups of variables_ dropping in the process a/! the urz:eliable and/or

unrelated questions_ _i,[ithsufficient time, the categorZes could be en-

larded "and the clusters expanded to include additional questions of

kno_a_ reliability and val_dity, An alternative procedu_re _.zould be to
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_tte_ot ___Gut"=.=_n_ scalin_ in _ich jud_s _._ou2_ order t_.e statelr_nts

._ccordir_ to _h. degree .of the attitude, ex_:_-essedby th_mo



APPEN]gICES TO CKAPT_ VII

APPENDIX I

P_OUSE LEGAL QUESTIONNAIRE II, _CEIGH_ED SCOPe:S,

AND _AN SCORES

IQ

©

_o

5_

o

'o

8o

C_

lO.

llo

(iT_c* denotes questions contained in the ori_nal que_;tionnaire, but

elin'&nated before ana&ysis. )

Y believe strongly that the majority

_hould not i_pose its _rill on the

rd__ority.

]_e_j human decision is an act of
_d[timate loneliness,

_[fprecious metals are discovered on

_u_i_ other planets of the solar system,

_;.Ineyshot_ be left there°

[l-bis inefficient to object to routine

just because it is routine°

_:_;_sthat do not reflect social realities

...."_ +_ i_m_diately

Y.fpeople could foll_._ the ideal of

lo'¢ing one. another, there would be no
ne,_._for lawso

[._c__lyfundamental Im.z never changes°

i believe strongly in majority rule.

i _pathize _zith the difficult tasks

that law enforcers have to perform.

Morality is essentially a group

pheno_non_

Laws ,are merely conventions/ agreement

_mong citizens°

Wel ghted Scores

Don_t

YeA Know. _o

Mean Scc.r¢. _

5 3 1 3o1471

5 3 1 1o7353

1 4 5 4°5735

1 4 5 2_5000

5 2 i 2o 7647

5 2 I

3o485-5

3.38e_

1 _ 5

5 2 i 3. ].9_

5 2 i eo8529

207
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A_ndix ! - cO.to

].9o

20°

22.

23°

24°

2O8

_ne proper function of law is to allo_T

eve_,one the maximum amount of freedom

in society.

There :isan unconscious set of laws

governing all human societies.

There should be no la_s prohibiting

or punishing abortion°

A space colony sho _u!d adopt no binding

laws Whatever.

A space colony should be governed by

laws dra;m up by the United Nations.

Justice is more important Uhau health.

Both competition and its opposite monopoly

are deplorable ideals°

I dislike the situation in politics

.in which one man represents another.

The purposes for which space is used

shou]h be detailed by international

agreenmnts. Since no one kn_Ts what

peaceful purposes are, there should be
a sustained effort to set these forth

in clear and concise language.

A spa<:e colony shou]zl adopt no blinding

laws _atever.

Everycme should be _ble to explore

space at _illo

Preca_lent should be suspect; life demands
the constant creation of new forms°

No extra-terrestrial exploitation whatever

should be permitted o

Precedent should be folloved in law as

well as in life,

A gro_p leader should al_mys defer to the
sentiments of his foll_._rs_

We_._ted S.'ores
Don ,_

Yes Know No

i 2 5

I 3 5

5 2 I

I 2 5

5 3 I

i 4 5

5 4 1

5 2 i

i 4 5

1 2 5

1 2 5

.Mean Scores

2o 2206

2.

3.1029

L4_8

3°5735

3.8382

I. 7647

2.000

3.4559

3°3235

4o5OO0

3o5_2

4°3235
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_0_

31o

3_o

3_-,

35o

36°

37"

38,

Appe_L_ I - _.ont.
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r?k,',}cri_.nai lau should be made a

i]ri.[k(ic]]oJ_medicine,.

I ,_islike o'bhe:_people's i_gcslng

t.y_igirideas of proper conduct on me.

L:-_._dlsregamds the true facts of a case
_re often than not.

!_,,_s_re &_nera//y behind the times,

_ JI_ _ :politics are g_oup phenomena but

mcral_ty is essentially an individual
m_.Yt't',ero

_u.e passing of mild corrective corporal

p_nishment from the educational process

i_:,regrettsble o

!:a a collision betu_en truth and feeling,

Ic:_:should be on the side of feeling.

L:ov represents a stabilizing influence

in society _ la_.m should not be changed

un:Less & decided i_)rovement %rill result.

I _ou!d not cor_emu too seriously a poor

man _o stole from hunger°

l_.Lvingin a small group cells for a

];_rger zeasure of self discipline than

i:bting in a iar_ group.

T_e BiLL o:_ Rights of +.he United States

Constitution ought to be adopted by

space colonies_

There _ occasions upon _ieh a single

isdivid_.u_lis more important than the
_,_holeh_m_a race.

No matter how small the group, if it

exists for an appreciable time, it ought
to have rules for governing it_

As society becomes more co_llective, the

quantum of la_¢ increases°

_:ted Sco:_s
Don_t

Yes Know No

5 2 1

5 2 1

5 2 i

5 2 1

5 3 1

l 2 5

5 3 1

5 2 1

5 3 1

1 4 5

5 2 1

1 4 5

1 2 5

Mean Scores

2.1176

4.1324

1.8382

3.5735

3.0882

3°0294

2° 3088

_-o3824

3.7353

3.5l_7

1.8088

2.5_

1-4559
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2_2o

47.

5i.

_r

q_ough um%.ztunnte., it is a fact thab
]_a.7 enforcers become brutalized.

.Politics i_ a g_une of pcnler.

The United i_ations should have the

_.g_ to charter corporations for the

_:_]oitat_on of the resources of space.

ii_ can do; nothing for the fate of the

h,,[man_oul _}alca is destined for angu.ish.

_a..neespac:e :LSfor peaceful purposes

o'lly, r;dlitary conscription should be

;7orever b_red on a!l s_ace territory.

All nations should bind themselves not

to use space for any but $eaceful

[:aarposeso

While _L _,_r not approve of it, I tend to

reward mY friends and ignore m_ enemies

in the disposition of a_ favors that !
nave to distribute°

e,:._,.hlatrzcexamination should be

compu_L_ory for everyone charged as a

juvenihe !elinquent o

_o private pax'ties but only national

<overn,_ents should have the right tc

rse space.

I _¢ould tend to hold a man to his

contract once he has agreed to it.

8ocial reality is more important

than individual reality.

Politics is es_entis/_ly trickery.

Z dislike i_osing my ideas of proper

corduct on other people.

T_ece_ent is all right for la_ but it
ou}_t 11o% to be fo!lo_;ed in art°

[_very group needs a leader in order to
get its _ork done°

l!ei,_htedScores
Don't

Yes Kno_ No

5 2 1

i 2 5

i _ 5

5 2 1

i 4 5

i I.

1 2 5

! 3 5

5 2 1

1 4 5

i 3 5

]_ 4 5

Mean Scores

2.1765

3,,2059

io6765

4.3235

2. 8824

3.7647

1.9559

2, 3oe8

3.2059

2.8676
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Api_endix 1 - toni,,
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is to _ =g;.v. every potential social deviate

a_ oppo:_-tuoity for psychiatric or

p sycho_nalytic beip.

_recious objects foun_, on other plsnets
should _ _I_ tea for the benefit of

_bunmmity.

i try very conscientious].;W to obey all
the laws i know about<

}6. £isobedience of one law leads to

disobedience of another°

57.

58°

59°

62°

63°

65°

6_.

67.

_s the quant_mof law in_reases, socieby

l:ecomes less rather than more nearly

_reeo

Iegal forms save time and promote

_fficiencyo

r[here should be established a space

_jolice force by the United Nations°

!aw should avail itseP2 of scientific

techniques in order to become more

_fficiento

] disli<e legal forms°

Epecial gcvernlng rules are demanded

lot all special socie;;ies°

i[_; is in no sense a science.

_h'eedom is the _zecognitlcn an_ acceptance

of necessltyo

}'_ is the, direct antithesis of lawo

U_ basis of lap, and its ultimate

(ustification is religion.

One sho_l._ go a long _ay to act co-

operatively in any group in which he

finds it necessary to live.

-_e only true basis for all law is

zDralityo

W_i _ted So _re s
Don_t

Yes Know No

i 2 5

i _ 5

1 4 5

1 2 5

I 4 5

i 3 5

5 2 1

5 2 1

i 4 5

i _ 5

5 2 1

Mean Scores

2.4559

i.7o59

3.3971

3°8824

2.882_

3°0000

_.#bb9

1o6324

3o6176

I. 6176

2.338_
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W_¢ rTh%._d Scores

Don't

Yes Know No

_[eP_! E_oz,_:s_.

......_.a,.on i_he income t_x lays :is as bad

:[:_pr_n( iple as to bre_k a_ v other se:¢ious

Z_:n_exi,'ts solely ;;o tEa,-_hmen polS.ti,.'-a!

_.oz's]it_;t_ , other activity det-:acts
f:com it_ sain function_

Tiq)un_;p( ople s_'fe}: frem lack of authori-

%aiii_¢e.(,11id_%n(:efrom the cultLL_e,

.i 2. 5

z 4 5

4 5

2.69471

4.2o39

3,.4412

_t _,re:i_on_ shotO_ l_iow the basic l_-s o::?

_,c, ., _._J.chhe lJ.ves

8;__o

3.}:

1::'_is i_p3s3!ble to ol:,e7_I the laws on the

booka, Eo each _az_ dep_n_s on his o,:_ncon.-.

.,(.,._riceas "bo what ia%,s :he ou,_t to obey°

:; b_lie_,e the lair should strive to treat

eve:yc,n_ as _u:_f,n6.1vidual.

Zf s_ac( colonies need _les of :Lawto

(!overn Jhem they s2:efailures and shot_Id
•:_e di sb_._4edo

" b._]iE:_ei;hat a ._ucl.g_ shou/d not enforce

_'.<'.octr_ c_ if r'e:sJL hardship is :t_/_e!yto

5 2 i

! 2 5

5 2 1

1 2 5

3.1765

io5000

1,_!912

2o 8576

'_ i, ::o_stJt;::h:},c,n(:,u__tto be :,Triteendur:Lng

!_6o The ,ffe_;_.:._al;/cideal _r_supposes cc,mg,ctition
_..onc.zt:. life o i 2 5 2,_7206

'I!he notJ o:_ tohat a group should l)e divided
J..etole_e::' a_d feilo_Te:_:_is distaste;ihul
%:) ]lle_ 5 2 1 1o7206

@ £.pac',_ s_:3_¢li[ be reserve& for peaceful uses
ozd_r.

u_e., of space wha%ev._:rshould

88o ]:_;" i s f o.,.",'.eo

* E..J_nit2 is n_re important than _.ny
_-._.- 2_t_ being°

5 2 1 2,9265



ADpeadlx I - cost°

2_

_ei _hted Scores
Don 't

Yes Kno_r No

Mean Scores

_&_dom of opinion and communicatlonare

_o vitsl to civilization that they should

be guaranteed to space colonies by

_,o21tlcalforce if necessary. i 2 5 1.8824

90° Jhstice is the highest virtue a citizen

<;a,ll possess, i 4 5 3.4853

91o Dne should not substitute his _m judgment

for the _-ill of the majority but should

strive to change the law° l 2 5 2.6324

92. There shoL_d be no national sovereignty over

the soil of any space body, planet, sun, or
_hat-not. I 2 5 2.4412

93o Patterns of political and legal behavior
can be discerned in all societies ho';#ever

l)rimltlve or however small and speci_zed. I 2 5 L3824

94° E_very society exists only for the

individuals that compose it. I 2 5 2.3676

It is the part of wisdom to set down in

advance of colonization all the legal

contro:[s that look necessary and desirable. I 4 2.7 i

96° Harmonious living consists in each person

cultiw_tlng his own personality on an
individual basis. 5 R i 2o5000

97° Courts should respect precedents. I 4 5 2o 294l

9_. I believe that in the matter of civil dis-

obedience the judge should take into account
the defemlantUs claim that the violated law

result_ in evil or anti-socialbehavioro 5 2 I 3 9:u8

99. The idea that all men should be equal before

the la'_ appeals strongly to me@ i 4 5 1.3382

l_). It is better for _ifferences in a group to
be threshed out on some more or less formal

basis in order to prevent serious trouble
later on. 1 2 5 2. :,Ou8

1Ol. Justice is social-vengeance. 5 2 I 1.41i8



102.

i03.

I(4.

i05 o

106.

I07,

I08,,

109.

!2.0.

ll/.,

].13,

ll4 ,,

115,

Ap_i_3i_llx1 -,conto

215

Space _ould be free from ell
national restrictions°

Courts sho'ald never hesitate to over-

turn precedent if it seem_ that a fairer
r_u/t can be obtained.

The sentiment of love of one's country is
__ob].erthaa the sentiment of love of one's
_elf_

i 6islike seeing a group divide into

cosJ.itions and cliques.

Whether or mot a proposed use of space is
peacef_l depends primarily on the intention

of the space explorers°

I think that people _o engage in civil dis-

cbedience should nevertheless pay the legal

Fanalty for their disorderliness°

Zf a rule is constantly violated, it ought

to be repealed°

Under no circumstances should society

]_esorb to capital punishment.

X tend to hold myself rather strictly to a

<;ontract once I have agreed to ito

_._oliticsis the art of the possible.

[[he_ is such a thing as the law of war.

I _ub3cribe to the notion _hat all law

enforcement shoul,d be. voluntary.

:[always tend to do things a_fferently

from the _ay I have previously done them.

PoLitical institutions are an affront to

h_an dignity.

_%mdamentsl law should change or_ very

s!cn_lyo

Vo one should be allo_md to exploit space

resources for private profit°

Weighted Scores
Don _t

Yes Know No

5 4

1 4

5 2

1 2

1 4

1 2

1 2

1 4

1 2

i 4

5 2

5 3

5 4

1 2

Mean Scores

i 4.!029

5 3o2059

1 3o4853

5 2_0_!

5 2°5588

5 3o4853

2°7 i

5 lo5OOO

5 2o0147

5 e°o882

i !o2500

1 1o1618

5 2.1765



li_i.

II_)o

Jig.

i=0,)

216

! %x._ndto with0raw from

......• _-+4....situatio_z

The United Nations should have

sovereignty over space.

_k'eedom of speech is a basic right

that should be guaranteed to all

space =olonizers.

S(_iet_ should tolerate social

devi;_tion maximally; ozLly in this

_;ay can society progress.

T_,,elonger a legal precedent lasts, the

.less likely it is that it is a good one_

Ek_les don."t bother me if they are not

enforced.

!!e._,_-.__ted Scores
Don _t

Yes Know No

I 2 5

1 2 5

5 2 i

5 2 i

5 2 i

Mean Scores

4o2059

io 3529

3o3676

Io4706

2o294i



CHAPTER Vrl

_2P_DI X 2

SCALING ,7q/FERN'_TIVESFOB THE PENTHOUSE

IZ_AL QUESTiO_-NAIRE ii

The application of a linear correlational technique to the data

obtained by the questionnaire, requires the assumption of linear relation-

ships among the variables. That is, in one form or another_ the assump-

tion is made that the responses to the questions can be conceived as de_

notin_ points on a straight llne, rather than a curved one, so that the

extent to which scores on the different questions demonstrate similar

pat'_erns of response can be evaluated. "Yes" and "No" can be conceptu-

alized as opposite poles of opinion or attitude to_rard the problems

posed in the questicns, but "don't kno_" is diITicult to place on that

continuum. "Don't knc_1" can be viewed as an indifference point s but the

respondents were not so instructed and several of them pointed out that

they used this response category as a catch-all. Because of the n_]tiple

uses and interpretations of the "don't kno_¢" category_ the responses

cannot be. considered to form unidimensional scales in which the "don't

kno_¢" logical_y occupies some one of the scale points°

Several possible alternative treatments of the "don't kn_./' _.rere

considered. First, the inadequacy of the "don_t know" category can be

admitted and all "don't know" responses eliminat_ from the ana_ysis

thereby reducing the data to a dichotomous scale_ This approach is

_eth_iologlcally soundest but also discards ind'oz_nation, and if the

number of "don't kno_¢'_responses is large, it can reduce the possible

level of correlation in the matrix. It would, h_ver, yield an accept-

able and fairly rigorous analysis which would avoid the complicating as-

sumption of the following procedures.

217
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Second, the "don_t know" responses can be assigned, by some

(:tit....a _ceptab!e to the investigator_ to the alternative response

categories. Pseudo-empirically, the "Con't know" response can be

_ssi_ned to the alternative response category having the plurality

_ms_er of the entire subject group or of the appropriate subgroup.

_is procedure collapses the scale to a dichotomy and increases the

homogeneity among the subjects. With so small a group of subjects, it

is am extremely arbitrary procedure; the number of persons determining

-_heplurality may be only one or two more than the minority and, in some

(_ases, no plurality exists. To the extent that the respondent may not

have chosen the plurality response, this approach falsifies the data°

Third, the scale can be expanded and the "don't know" responses

assigned values on the basis of the investi_tor's intuitive and ar-

,! _ 11bitrary judgment of their meaning and interpretation. The ye_ and

_'no" answers _re assumed to characterize or express strongly a basic

orientation to_ard a single problem or dimension, law, and the "don't

know '_responses _re assumed to mask a reluctance to express so strong an

_pinion as well as expressing "indifference, confusion, and no opinion."

The scale _s expanded to five points _zith the vollo_zing values

associated: 1. strongly agree, 2. agree, 3o indifference point,

4o disagree, 5- strongly disagree. Although this method is arbitrary,

it is in keeping _ith the purposes of the study--to explore attitudes

tc_ard law and legal problems--and introduces less distortion than the

second alternative°
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APP_S)Ix 3

PERCENTs_AGE FREQUENCY DiSTRIFJglON OF "YES_" "}[0,"AND "DON'T KN_"

_N_ERS FOR EACH SUBJECT ON THE PENTHOUSE

I_ QUESTIO_[_XgE I!

lOl
102
103
104
105
106

201

202
:-='03
:__04

-_05
2O6
_07
a08
209
__10
9/_l

301

302

303

304

305

306

307

310

3_
312
313
314
3]-5

RESPONSE AI/gERNATIVES

Don't

Yes No Know

10.4 21.5 68.1

37°8 61.5 0.7

20.7 32.6 46.7

55.6 36.3 8.1

47.4 35.6 1%O

43.0 5e.6 I_.4

60.0 34.8 5.2
58.5 34.8 6.7
56.3 43.7
_-3.0 3P.6 44.b,

41.5 i7.8 _o.7

40.0 35.6 24._

45.9 53.3 o._

67.4 24.4 8.1

34.1 27.4 38.5
48.9 33.3 I% 8
47.4 47.4 5.2

_7.4 4-5.9 6.7
28.9 47.4 23-7
_5.9 43.7 10.4
60.7 3%o 2.e
57.0 41.5 1.5

46.7 50.4 3.0

48.9 29.6 el.5

39.3 37.8
55.6 _.0
40.7 40.o 19.3

40.0 37.0 23.0

47.4 43.7 8.9

43.7 43.7 12.6

SUBJECT RESPONSE _ATIVES
Don_t

Yes No Know

316 60.7 35.6 3.7
317 47.4 47.4 5.2
3.1.8 47.4 46.7 5- 9
3]-9 43.0 45.2 Zl.9
32o 29.6 54.8 15.6
39.1 56.2 37.0 10.4
322 43.7 _4._ 11.9

323 63. o 25.2 ii. 9
324 5o.4 36.3 13.3

_roup

401 63.0 29.6 7.4
40'2 56.3 29.6 14.1
403 56.3 20.7 23.0
404 54.8 42.2 3.0
4o5 45.9 48.9 5.2
406 29.6 15.6 54.8
407 25.2 59.3 15.6
408 48.9 40.0 ii.i

48.9 28.9 p__e,2
4]0 _o.o 40.0 20.0
4]A 4_.4 _6.7 28.9
412 49.6 45.9 4.4

413 45.9 35-6 18.5
414 41.5 43.7 24.8
415 37.8 61.5 o.7
416 47.4 39.3 13.3
4_7 14.8 84.4 o.7
_18 65.2 34.1 0.7

419 55.6 4_.4

420 23.7 52.6 23.7

421 25.2 22.2 52.6
422 38.5 47.4 14.1
423 41.2 54.Z 3.7
424 38.5 49.6 n.9

_25 48.1 51.9
426 38.5 49.6 ll. 9

427 68,9 18.5 Z_.6

e19
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CHAPTER Vll

APPENDIX 5

P_T_INENT COMPO_Jq_ PROGS_M_ OF BC TRY

The computer programs corresponding to the steps in the aualysis

are all components of Professor TryonUs BC TRY system. Except when noted

the standard options were used.

C___ computes the mean and stand_d deviation for each variable,

_ud the Pearson product-moment correlation bet_Teen all pairs of variables.

DVP estimates the communallty, a measure of the generality of the

individual differences on a given variable across the remaining variables,

_hich is inserted in the diagonal of the matrix by CC5. The estimate

selected was the highest correlation of the variable, a com_nly used

h__ estimate which is slightly biased Ul_Ird.

CC__55,using the diagonal value estimate from DVP, factors the matrix

using l) a predefined set of variables to define the dimensions or 2) em-

pirically derived mutually collinear s_sets of defining variables. In

the 1_ter case the variable with the highest variance of squared correla-

tions is selected as the central or pivot variable defining the dimension°

_klditional variables most collinear zdth the pivot variable sad _zlth each

other (minimal colllnearity for inclusion as a definer is set as a standard

option at .4) are added. Factoring is terrain&ted when .92 of the com-

munality in the matrix is exhausted.

CSA2 computes oblique factor coefficients (correlations of the

variables with the cluster domain), domain validities of the cluster

scores, and groups or clusters to_ther those variables having a commu-

nality above .2 _zith the definers of the dimension.

FACS computes simple sum (unwei_hted) scores of the subjects in

standard score form (mean = 50, standard deviation = i0) on the oblique

224
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cluster dimensions from CC5.

calcul_.ting these scores.

225

0nly the defining variables are used in

EUU0computes a Eucli_esa distance score matrix of the subjects'

scores from FACS.

To complete steps 4 a_i 5 componentsCOR2,DVUP,CC5, and CSA2

are applied to this matrix of the cluster score of the individuals.



vii

.___D!X 6

RELIABILITY, VALIDI_I AND CLUSTER SCORES FOR THE DEFINING VARIABLES

OF TEE SIX EMPIRICAILY-S_ CLUSTERS OF VARIABLES

iI

,

Category
or

Cluster

Strongl,v "pro-law,
order, property,
codification an_

authoritarian

Freedom Congeries
--Affirmative

concept of freedom

Defining

_F_t!ons

" _7

9
81
55

n7
89
75*"

Average
Correlation

with the

Other Definers

.5z4-3

.4Z[1

.3591

.346o

•588?
.514_
•3064

Cc_munality

•75o4
•5o69
.91o
.3329

.7509

.5855

.2212

Correlation

_rith the

Cluster Domain

(Cluster Scores _

•8147

.6637

.558o

._376

.8583

.75o4

.4471

_is question may be detracting from the reliability of the cluster scores.

3. Strong "anti-law"

4. Property

5_ P__eedc_nCongeries
--negative concept
of freedom

6. _cou_ Interests

49
15
114

3
54

5o
12

io

29

.423_

.5119
•5021

• 5_84
• 5_41
.546o

.4752

.4793
•4706

.7315
•715o
•7oz4

-.685z
.6593

•6687
.6621

•7482
-.7482

_6
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APPENDIX 7

QI_STIONS ELIMINATED FROM THE _=IRICAL CLUS'i_R ANALY_IS

BY _ CRITERION

ihll questions in the list had _ommunalities below .2000.

i. I believe stron _glythat the majority should not impose its will

on the mlnority.

6. If people could follow the ideal of loving one another, there
wo_Id be no need for laws.

7- [_r_ly fundamental law never changes.

13. There is an unconscious set of laws governing all human societies°

i6. A _pace colony shou/d be governed by laws drawn up by the
United Nations.

18. Both co_etition _ its opposite monopoly are deplorable ideals°

20. _veryone should be able to explore spane at trill.

22. No extra-terrestrial exploitation _atever &hould be permitted°

25. The criminal law should be made a branch of medicine.

il. In a collison between truth and feeling, law should be on the

side of feeling.

33. I would not condemn too seriously a poor man who stole from hunger.

34. Living im a small group calls for a larger measure of self-

discipline than living in a large group.

42. Since space is for peaceful purposes only, military conscription
should be forever barre_ on all space territory.

43. All nations should bind themselves not to use space for any but

peaceful purposes.

44. While I may not approve of it, I tend to reward my friends and

ignore _ enemies in the disposition of amy favors that I have
tc distribute.

45. Psychiatric examination should be compulsory for everyone charged

as a juvenile delinquent.

227
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48.

_,jt

lO!.

228

Social reality is more in_ortant t_.en individual reality.

Th._;_y to cope with juvenile delirquency is to give every

pslychoanalytic help.

_6. .Disobedience of one law leads to d_sobedience of another.

57- Legal forms save time. and promote efficiency.

62. La_ is in no sense a science.

63° Freedom is the recognition and acceptance of necessity.

6_. War is the direct antithesis of la_.

65. The basis of law and its ultimate _ustification is religion.

67. The only true basis for all law is morality.

_9. Where a group is small_ differences: should be adjusted on an
informal basis.

71. Politics is the duty of every citizen.

T4. Romtine is a great time saver.

q_. I try to avoid routime work°

78. It is not the function of law to d_scover the truth but to

make a decent adjustment of human conflict.

$2° It is impossible to obey all the laws on the books, so each man

depends on his _m comscience a_ to what laws he ought to obey.

_%._0 If space colonies neea rules of ]._r to govern them they are
failures and should be disbanded.

g7@ The notion that a group should be c!ivided into leader and
followers is distasteful to me.

88. Law is force.

92. There should be no national sovereignty over the soil of

amy space body, planet, sun, or wh_t-not.

96. Hsrmonious living consists in each person cultivating his o_n

personality on an individtml basis°

99. The idea that all mere should be equal before the law appeals

strongly to me.

Justice is social vemgeance.



Appendix 7- contlnue_

i02.

io5.

lO7.

108.

lJl.

I13.

_LS.

2_

Courts should never hesitate to overturn precedent if it seems

that a fe,irer result can be obtained.

W%_ether or not a proposed use of s]?_e is peaceful depends

primarily on %he intentions of the space explorers.

If _ _I_ __ constantly violated, it ought to be repealed.

U_ger no circumstances should society resort to capital punishment.

There is such a thing as the law of war.

I always tend to do things differently from the way I have

previously done them.

Fundamental law should change only very slowly.



CHAPTER VII

APPENDIX 8

CORRELAI_ONS WITH _ CLUSTER DOMAIN, "I_O-LAW" RES_K)NSE (WEIGHT = i),

AND MF_N SCALED SCORES FOR THE VA_/AB_F_S DEFINING THE EMPIRICAL

CLUSTERS ._i) FOR THE NO,T_BI&: _-'MB_ OF _E

EXPANDED CLU_

C.T/;STERi - Strongly "pro-law," Order, Property, Codification and
authoritarian

"Pro I_w"i_.finlng , Mean Scaled

V_iables Cluster Scores .Re_ Scores

37 .8147 Yes 2.5294

9 •6637 Yes 2.2500

81 .558O Yes 3-4415

55 .5376 Yes 3.3971

F_anded Cluster Members

32 .6O8O Yes 4.3824

9O .58_3 Yes 3.4853

79 •5759 Yes 2.6471
72 •5416 No 3.6324

52 •5295 Yes 2.8676

761 .5130 Yes 2.7059

103 •5o_-3 Yes 3o2059

_Idltiona! Cluster Mambers, cluster scores below .5000, in order of

!o6, I].0, 59, 46, 86, 14, 73, 38, 17, _ 36.

CLUSTER 2 - Freedom Congeries - Affirmative Concept of Freedom

Defining "Pro-Lm_" Mean Sealed

Variables Clu_._er Scores Response Scores

117 •8583 Yes i.3529

89 .75O4 Yes i.8824

75* -_ Yes e. 3971

Expsaded Cluster Members

85 .5088 Yes 2.8676

35 .5027 Yes 3.51_7

_%iditional Cluster M_m_bers, cluster scores bel_ o5000, in order of de-

creasing cluster scores are: 75, 9_, 83, 112, 70, 5, 39, and 19.

•Tni_ question _y be detracting from the reliability of the cluster scores.

e3o
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D A_:?endix 8 - continued

Deflning '_ro-Iaw" Mean Scaled

V_lab!es Cluster Scores _ Scores

49 .7315 No 1.9559
15 ._50 No 1._n8
n4 .7014 To i._941

Th__re are no Expanded Clus+_r Members.

A_.#itional Cluster Mm_m/_rs, cluster scores belm_ .5000_ in order of

dezreasing cluster scores are: 60, 2, 98, 97, 27;: 41, 119, 109, and 3_1.

CLUSTER 4 - Property

Defining "Pro-La_¢" Mean Scaled

Variables Cluster Scores Re sDonse Scores

3 -.685e Yes 4._735
54 •6593 Yes i.7059

_:pauded Cluster Member

120 .5106 2.29 1

Additional Cluster Me_Jers, cluster scores belo_ .5000, in order of
decreasing cluster scores are: ll6j 80, 51, _ 58.

CIU_ 5 - Freedom Comgeries - Negative Concept Of Freedom

Dcfini ".... "---" ........ ---

V_riables Cluster Scores _ sponse ....Score s

50 .6687 zes 2.3O88
12 ._6ZI Yes 2.2206

F_pamd._d Cluster Member

26 -. 5590 NO 4.1_4

k6ditional Cluster Members, cluster scores below .5000, in order of

decreasing cluster scores are: 24, 47, 40, 28, 118, 8, and 21.
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_opendix 8 - concluded

_wr_ 6 _ n_,_ Interests

Clust_r Scores

io .7_8_
29 -. T'_2

There are no Expamded ClUster _embers.

I_fLitional Cluster Members are 93 ami 9L,

_o

No

Mean Scaled

Score s



6_-TER VII

APPm_IX 9

RFJ_II/L"/_ VALIDITY, AND CLU_Y_ SCORE_ FOR THE D_G

INDMDUAI_ OF TEE FIVE FROFILE TYPES ON TNE

E_LmIRICg/_LY-_ C__"_T_)RIES

{!:G_e* denotes definers which may be detracting from reliability. )

Profile
Average Correlation

Defining with the

Individuals _._ Other Deflners

Cluster

Comm_mality Scores

1 3LI .9817

3o1 .98o3
3.i8. .968z
305* .96oz

.9971 •9955

.999 .99_o

.9738 .98_7

.98z6 .9735

2 2o9 .8966
43.9* .88Z7
].o_ .875Z
3O6* .8660
4el* .8%93
425* .8528
323* .8106
321" .8028

.9726 •9693

•9677 .953e
.9838 .9462
.9/',-32 • 9362
,97_ .929o
• 9636 •9219
.97="o .8763

.9708 .8679

403 .6969

40_- .6544
4Zo* .6%3Z
321- .4_3

1.O_TZ .8925

•7913 .8381
.7278 .8236

.97o8 .569z

4i5 .9200
_9O_4 .9105
_6- ._628
205* .8545
422* .8491

.9834 .98:u.
.9867 .97o9
.98:m. .9200
.954o .9Lie
.9541 • 9055

207 .8088
319 _ .7175

102" .7173
305* - 5193

.9967 .973.1-

.9zo8 .869+
•9_ .86_
.9816 .6a48
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APPENDIX i0

PRO_ES OF _ DEFINING _ GF T_E FIVE PROFII_ TYPES

ON THE _/RICALLY-S_ CDUS%_S OF VARIAHKaS,

TEE _%N _ T_E I_OFILE TYPE, AND PROFIIaS OF

SO_. MEMO.S OF _E EXtEnDED _OF]X_ GROUP

Note: The relatively high unreliability of the questions composited

to form variable clusters, the number of individuals who define

profile types but are simultaneously detracting from the re-

liability of the types, and the small number of subjects, yield

profile types in which the profiles of the defining individuals

can be relatively disparate in both pattern and height.



o o
i

I I

- I
.I
0 • c •

"_ 0

5" 3 o_

r- 3 _

I'D • ¢D

_ 3

o _

"_ ,N"

2It -4.
_ 0

C _

0 O

_o

-5" ,_

- _

Q

_0

0 0

i _I _. i r

ill' l,' /"

_-_-
_o

I I I _1 o

{1
0

0

{n
M

oz
0 :I1/:,

m:ll

Strongly "pro-law", order,

property, codification,
and authoritarian

Freedom congeries

Affirmative concept
of freedom

Strongly "anti-law"

Property

Freedom congeries

Negative co ncep't
of freedom

Group Interests

.,, I I I



r0
0 0

I I

- II
I

II, I

0 ¢ID --

"_ 0

i- ll_

f_m

c

--°
,n
_r

0 .,.e

t-

O

-I --'--:
q- --e

n

w.

i I

0

I

o
",4
I

I

0

I
I

I

0

I

-t

nz
O_

m:ll

Strongly Upro-law", order,

property, codification,
and authoritarian

Freedom congeries
Affirmative concept
of freedom

Strongly "anti-law"

Property

Freedom congeries

Negative concept
of freedom

Group interests



0
t_0
0

I ! I

-!1
.!1

ozE) o_

o

o g o.

_; gs'
"E 2,_

-5" _, __."
0 -',"
E'_ :=r

_o _

o "_ _

4_ _ OD
0 0 0

,I -'1 I I i

o o _t. o

\

D

0

q

_i<'-,_- I�I I.,.'"
i •

I
I
o o

\

i I

OO
0_,

Strongly "pro Iow"_ order,
property, coclification,
and authoritarian

Freedom congeries
lAffirmative concept
of freedom

Strongly "anti-low':

Property

Freedom congeries
Negative concept
of freedom

Group interests



O

I
.I
o E3C)

5" 3

E- 3
O. ET
(D

_o

=E
(_ ._

D"

.5"

(g
=E c_
_o .=e
,=e

:3"
O

43"

O _°

-I.

=3

_o
O
O"
_o
m

,=e

P0
o
i

I
I
I
I
I

c_

0

r_
cg

-!

¢4

0 0 0

I

CO

_z
O0

0 _

m_

Strongly "pro;law", order,
property, couiTicdtlon_
and authorltarlon

Freedom congeries
Affirmative concept
of freedom

Strongly "anti- law"

Property

Freedom congeries
Negat{ve concept
of freedom

Group interests

I I ! I



\

I I I

/

\

I

--4

5 oz
o(3

°#_

Strongly "pro-law", order_

property, codification,
and authoritarian

Freedom congeries

Affirmative concept
of freedom

Strongly "anti-law"

Property

Freedom congeries

Negative concept
of freedom

Group interests



CHAPTER _I

Appendix ii

R],I_XABII_TY_ VALIDITY AND CLUSTER SC0RE8 FOR THE DEFINING VARIAHLES

OF THE EIGHT RA_IONALLY-PREDEFI_[EDCATEGORIES ANBTHE

CATEGORY OF SPACE QUF_'TIONS

(The * denotes definers which may be detracting from the reliability. )

Aw_rage
Correlation

Defining with Other Cluster

Ca_e6or_ Questions Definers Com_mality Scores

i. Group

Interests

VS.

Individual

Interests

94 .1456 .5220 •519o
iO .lll6 .4106 -- 3978

20 .hA2 •_679 -.3962
3A . i0"_ .3033 -. 3837

104 •1023 .2968 -.3646

83 .0979 .4627 o3489

38 .o_ •2056 •3279

2 .0804 •317_ .2864
!_. ° 07.96 .5141 .2838
36 .0680 .7231 -.2423

35 • 0676 • 2259 .2410
69 .o632 .33o6 • 2254

• 0451 • 3506 .16o6
46* • 0419 • 5776 .1492
29 • .0"2_ • _83 .0857
Z2* .0_.6 • 2828 -. 0771

2o Equity VSo Law 85 .32_)3 .8902 -. 8OOl
33 . "_J41 • :_5i7 • 5o98
47 .1632 .4086 .4o78
78 •1203 •1875 -.3005

98* . _41 .36o9 .2851
31" .10_.7 • 2519 .2614
70* •o951 .4027 •2374

o Anti -Order

vs

Order

49 .1993 •7295 .6048
9 •i_7 •5232 .512o
55 .1668 •5303 .5o61
79 .1661 .5458 .5040
15 .16_2 .5385 .4984
76 .152-I • 3935 .4617
28 .1281 • 3.17_- .3886
73 •1236 •5623 •3752

_4 .1oz_9 .2858 .31_
106 .1032 .4035 • 3133

27 . zo_ .2098 .31_
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Ap!_ndix ll -

Ca_gory

_ontinued

Defining
Questions

236

Avera_
Corre3ation

_-Ith Other

Definers

_u

Q

°

Auti-

Property
VS.

Property

Innovation

VS.

Precedent

Ns%ura! Le._

VS,

Positivism

56
n8
64

ll_
lOl*

8_
6_

3
54
68

9_

97

57
6o

23
21
4

I13
32

102

51"
rig*
63*

_9
!i0

72
103
59
8O

iLl

67
13
35
7*

ii*

115"

65*

.o977

•o9i5
.o644
•0466
.o375
.0365
o0121

.227O

.19_5

.1713

.1232

.o567

•1768
•1567
.1496
.1464

.14o8

.12o3
•1157
.1133
.io42
.0866
•0535
•0372

.0307

.o123

: 1_o4.2

. lO00

.o94o

.o922

.o88_

.0690

.0580
•o557
•o544
.o_92
•o343
.0309
.012__
.Ol05
•oo7o

Communality
. , , . , ,,. r, ,

•1686

.4324

.4189

.17o5

._466

.479o

.0832
• 2361

•5641
•543o
•5958
•3339
•1970

.5293

.55o9

.5540

.3?89

.5o5l

.3959

.1988
•3839
.3265
.z7_2
.2525

._07

.3_7

.4566
•3044
•419o
•7117
._35
.2751
•188o

.2505

.2842
°_59
.49_5
•3593
•2183

.3012
•1347

Cluster

Scores

.2966
•2935
•2777
.1954
.1413
.i138
•1109
.0368

-. 5?8l
.49o3
.4364

-. 3138
. !z_,3

.5506

.488o

.4657

.4558

.4383

.37_5

.3601
°3526
.3_5
.269?
.1667
-_.59

-.o956
-.o384

• • j/_

._z78

.3926

.3851
-.3692
.2886

.2_5

.2273

.L_55
-.1_3.1

.1289
-.o5o9
-. 0440

.o293



Appendix

o

Ii- continued

_hoc
Adjustment

VS.

Authoritarianism

Democratic

Decision

VS.

Authoritarianism

9- _pace Questions

237

Aver-age
Cor::elation

_ith (_her

Define::s Comunalit T

3?

43
84
61

6
66

12o*
1o7"

75*

26
i00

1
87
52
39
91
50
88
71
30

99_
81-
8*
24*

_6

58
z6
68
73
19
43
_2
2O

zo5
z5
89*

3*

.e3o5

.zgz8

.15_9

.!523

._._

._.2o5

.]_8o

.o936

.o433

.o354

.0137

• 1233
• 1915
. zo49
.o936
.0837
.o755
.oTis
•o687
.o667
• o5_
.0_2
.o459
• o4_
.oz@

.]_883

.1635

.z3.%5

.Ioo_

.1o@

.C984

.0960

.C841

.o753

.07_'
.0726
.o649
.o603
.047O
°0432
.oz8z

.8283

.4038
•3115
•6_'_9
.4_TI
.2826

.2797

._38

.4669
•z31o
.433 

.4212

.34_

._88
.6278
.3015
.2 6
.33 
.4537
.2@4o
.3659
.2779
.2_5
.25_
.2701
.2_8

•5.'/7.6
• 5203
.Y+33
• 5958
•5623
•3131
•6_i9
• 2959
•_679
•z976
.5 85
•3?88
.3058
.z97o
•5641
.4_TI

Cluster

Scores

-.672_
•5593

-.4459
-.4_41
.4114

-.3515
•3442

-. 2730
.1264

• ZO_
.0400

•4954
.4531
.4351

•4287
•3700
•3303
.2953

-.2664
.25z5

-.2424
.2355
.18_o

.177o

.z62o
-. i49i
-.o595

• 5466

-.3656
•3573
.3288
.3208

-.281_
•2518
.2431

-. 2427
.9170
.20Z6
•1572
.1444
•0604



CHAPTER VII

APPENDIX 12

CORRELATIONS IgITH THE CIESTER DOMAIN, "PRO-LAW" RESPONSE (WEIGHT = i),

AND MXAN SCALED SCORES FOR THE VARIABLES, DEFINERS AND _ED

CIb'STER _4BERS, _ CLUSTER SCORES OF. 3000 OR MORE

AND _ CAI_NOT REDUCE REI/.ABII/TY

CII;STER I - Group Interests vs. Imaividual Interests

Defining "Pro-law" Mean Scaled

Variables Cluster Scores Response L Scores

94 •5190 Yes 2o3676
i0 -.3978 No 3.1912
20 -o3962 _o 3o4559
34 -.3837 No 3o7353

104 -.36%6 No 3.4853
83 •3489 Yes 1o5000
38 •3279 Yes Io4559

Expanded Cluster Mambers

68 -.5648 No 2.6765

9 .5188 Yes 2.2500

32 .4747 Yes 2.3088
86 .4!17 Yes e.7206

89 •3962 Yes I.8824

7 •3956 Yes 3.4853

71 •3T96 Yes _ _

61 •3703 Yes 2.4559

40 -. 3z92 _o 4. O_l

Additional cluster members, includin@*'d definers_ with cluster

below .3000 in order of decreasing cluster scores are:

2*, 14", 13, 88, 36_, 35*, 69*, 48*, 46_, zg*, _na 12-.

scores

238
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Appel_dix 12 - continued

CLUSTER 2 - Equity vs. Law

Defining
Variables Cluster Scores

"Pro Law" __- M2en .q._1_

Response Scores

85 -.8oo1 Yes 2.8676
33 •5098 Z_o 4.3824
_7 .4078 Yes 2.029_
78 -.30o5 Yes 2.779_

>_xpa_ded Cluster Members

i_-_ .4650 No 2.2o_i
39 .4371 No 2.7353

116 -.4146 Yes 4°2059
_6 •4139 No i.8088

117 -.393_ Yes io3529

75 -.3884 Yes 2.3971

115 •3045 Yes 2.1765

l_Iditlonal cluster members, including *'d definers, with cluster scores

1_low .3000 in order of decreasing cluster scores are: 98*, 31", 70*,
_md 77.

CLU3TER 3 - Anti-Order vs. Order

49 .6o48 No i.9559
9 .5120 Yes 2.2500

55 •5061 Yes 3-3971

79 .5040 Yes 2.6471
15 .4984 No 1.4118
76 .4617 Yes 2.7059
28 •3886 No 3-5735

73 •3752 No 3.2647
"I I ), _q (3h _,,- -, _l.,,k

106 .3133 Yes 2.5588
27 .3121 No i.8382

_Xpsaded Cluster Members

103 .5717 Yes 3o2059
2 •4289 No i.7353

lO9 •3490 Yes i.5000
8 o3292 Yes 3.3824

17 • 3177 Yes 3-8382

9!) •3175 Yes I. 3382

Additional cluster members, including * 'd definers, with cluster scores

below .3000 in order of decreasing cluster scores are: 56_, i18-, 64*,
!01"_ 41", 8_, and 62*.
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Appendix 12 - continued

CLUSTER 4 - Anti-Property v_. Property

Variables Cluster Score

"Pro-Law" Mean Scaled

Responee Score

3 -. 5781 Yes 4.5735
54 •4903 Yes 1.7059
68 • 4364 No 2.6765

-. 3138 Yes 4.5000

Expanded Cluster Members

41 .5182 No 2.1765
14 -.435_ No 3o1029
48 -._0_i Yes 3.7647

A definer, 92, had a cluster score below .3000.

CLUSTER 5 - Innovation vs. Precedent

97 • 55o6 Yes 2.294l
74 .4880 Yes 2.8824
57 .4657 Yes 208824
6O .4558 No 2.2O59
23 .4383 Yes 3.5882
21 •3745 No 3-3235

4 .3601 Yes 2.5000

113 •3526 No io1618

32 .3245 Yes 2o 3088

Expended Cluster Members

Additional cluster members, including*'d definers are 102", 77*, 51", 119",
aud63*.
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Ap_.endix 12 - contented

Cl_Jg_ll 6 - Nat_ai Law vs. Positivism

Defining '_h:r_o-La_s" Mean Sca!ed
Variables CLuster Score Response Score

90 ,_351 Yes 3.4853
110 .;_i'_ Yes _ 2.0147

72 •3926 No 3.6324

1o3 .3851 Yes 3o2059
59 -.36_2 No 4.0147

Expanded Cluster Members

3o ._9o6 Yes 3o0'_
10t -._052 No io4118
66 •3799 Yea i.6176

106 •3547 Yes 2.5588

69 .3196 Yea i.7226

/_(ditional Cluster Members, incSuding *'d definers_ with cluster scores
below .3000 in order of decressing cluster scores are 80_, Ill*, 67*, 13",

35% 7", 11", 29 _, i15", area65*.

CIUSTER 7 - Ad hoe AdJustmemt vs. Codification

37 -.672;4 Yes 2.5294

96 ._93 No

_5 =,_59 Yes-.._i Yes I. 6765

84 .411_ No
61 -.3515 Ye_3

6 . _m _o i. 794l

E_q_anded Cluster Members

59 •5328 No 4.0147
52 -.5o97 Yes 2o 8676
6_ -._6_ xes 3.9_12
4__ •4259 Yes 3.2059

63 -.4226 Yes 3.6176

zo .4x69 _o 3.1912
81 -. 3766 Ye_ 3.4412

19 -.3378 Yes 2.0000
80 -.3143 Yes 4.2059

53 -.3099 Yes 2.4559

A_klitional cluster nmmbers, including *'d definers, with cltmter scores

below °3000 in order of decreasing cluster scores are 66*, 120*, 107", and

75*°



_2

A_?._ndix 12 - continuel

C_JSTER 8 - Democratic Decision vs° Au+_horitarianism

D_fining "Pro-La_" Mean Scaled

V_riables Cluster Score, Re_e . Scores .

26 •4954 No _,1324
I00 ._531 Yes Z.3088

i .4351 No 3.1471

87 .4286 No 1.7206
52 .3700 Yes 2.8676
39 .3303 No 2.7353

E_.p_led Cluster Members

1.18 3.3676
-°3_ Yes 2.z2o6

6? •3330 No 2.3382

Io8 -.322o Yes 2.7941

A_tttional cluster members, incl_aling *'_ definere, with cluster scores

l_low °3000, in order of decreasing scores are: 25, 91", 50% 88*, 71",

3C_, _>_, 99% 81", 8% _ 24".

CIS_TER 9 - Space Q_estions

46 .6_)2 Yes 3.94_.
58 .5466 Yes 3.0000

16 •439_ Yes 3-5735

-.3656 No 2.6765

73_ •3573 No 3.2647

19 .3288 Yes 2.0000

_ •3208 Yes i. 6765

Eq_._xled Cluster Me_bers

5 -._263 No 2.7647
18 -.3804 _o i.7647
2_ .361o Yes 4.3235
45 •3_7_ Xes 2°882#
29 -.3356 No 3-0882

.3298 'Zes 4.5ooo
n -.3.Tu?A No 2.8529

Additional cluster members, including *'d definers, with cluster scores

below .3000, in order of decreasing cluster scores are 119, 93, 42_,

62, 20*, 105", 15"*, 89', LIT*, 9e*, 3"*, _ 84".

**l_xlieates "space" questions which also define categories.



CHAPTER VII

APPENDIX 13

RE!E3U_LITY_ VAL_ AND CEUSTER SCORES FOR T_E DEFINING INDMIYJALS

OF THE FIVE PROFILE TYPES ON _IE RA__O_qLY-Pf_/_Ia_Zu CATEGORIES

(_ne * denotes defining subject who may be detracting from the reliability
of the cluster scores. )

Profile

1

Avers4_
Correlation

Defining with the Cluster

..Ymdlvidusls _ Other De_n:.rs Comm_allty Scores

205 .8483 .9372 •9597

311 •8353 •92-59 •9450

401 .7465 ,_7517 •8445

3o4 .7_z8 .8O22 .8404
211 •7336 •7628 •8299

2 103 .8365 •9419 •9399
_5 .8LLg. •8639 • 9_5
Z06 • 7999 . &_99 .8988
425* • 7205 •7'_09 .8o96

3 3Ol • 8327 i. o,372 • 9579
306 • 7726 .8:$75 .8888
310" .7283 .81_8 • 8378
406* •6893 .8_84 •7929

4O2 .4993 o732-Z .778Z
2O7" o_.5_ .8_,_5_. -. 7O87
302* .3493 • 8992 • 54;-_.
32_.1 • 3_37 .8900 • 5356

5 .588o .7510 .78z6
2o8 .5722 .696z •76o6
32_2 •5707 .84z3 •7584
417_ •5330 .8700 -.7085

L i ,| , ,, c
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_APTER Vl!

_PEHDIX 14

PROFILES OF THE D_'isA_ _ OF THE PROKU_ TYPES ON _IE

RATIGNALLY-PREDEFINED OATEGCRIES_ _HE MEAN FOR EACH

PRGHLE TYPE_ _ PROFILES OF SOME I_RS

OF _E EX_[DED PROFILE GROUP

NOl_: : The relatively high unfed.ability of the questions composited

+.n _n_, the cat__m_rie._s t_ numl_r of individuals who define

profile types while lowarJ_ the reliability of the types, and

the small number of subjects, yie_i types in which the defining

profiles can be relative/_ dlsp_rate in pat'bern and height.

Profile Type 4's defining profiles were of stri_ unsimilar

patterns and have been o_.tted.

2_
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CHAPTER VIII

_WTND_NGS AND REC(_DATTG_8

He use the legal term_ Findings instead of attemptin_ to state exl_eriEenta!

r_sult_. This choice of terminology sll_.is us greater leeway in relying upon

s_bjective factors of experience, intuition and even surmise rather than the

r_lative!y controlled and c_bJective results that are ordinarily based

s_ient[fically processed d_tao In legal parlance, a Finding is a determination

of an oxistential condition, or more specificaL%y a determination of disputed,

c._mpl_ or heterogenous facts necessary to %he resolution of a legal problem°

Findings are made only on the basis of legally relevant evidence, but they are

m_de with what evidence the court, legislature or executive has at its disposal°

Often Findings .fast be made on virtually no objective evidence at all, but rest

a_ the subjective experience or expertise plus the intuition or hunches of the

t:rier of fact.

_:._therefore have not hesitated in this summary statement of Findings to

v_nture conclusions _-_ich, in a scientific setting, could only be described as

proto-]kvpotheses, or at best as hypotheses, more or less well formulated@

R._spon;_ibility for these Findings rests with Co_an and Strickland° For more

d._tail,_dfittings on the sccio-psychologieal studies of Martin Stc_ or on the

t_ntative conclusions dra_m by Suellen ;mnstein_ reference should be made to

their separate chapters in this Report.

I_ __:r most general e_mclusion is, that in a group confined for _u_oses of

2__ical experimentation it is feasible to expand the s_eqtrum of th_ investi=

_io n to include psycholo_ical_ ..S.ociolqgieal,Political and legal behavior of

_le cmlfined gr_al_o

e_6



In brief, we are pleased _tith the results of our efforts. We learned that

_o_;:_.bSmu.st be specifically apprised oJ. the _z_tua_eand e_e_t of the investi-

;_general interest in and wi/_li_ess to submit to physiol_ical testiDg can

:_utomatical_y be extended to psychological, sociological or s_clo-legal testing°

}_ch of our data indicate quite the eontz.sryo Nonetheless, if care is taken at

_he outset to inform the subjects of the nature of this work, then the task

beecmes much easier.

t)

.o _e fo_d that o}_r Penhhouse I_ and !3_ grouDs permitted us to observe the

Cormation of.what _,lehave called the "legal structure _ a confined micro-society." "

5_e groups' major objective-the plkvslologlcal experiments-gave them a central

p_zrposo around _._hich"lawo_.aking" could form. Our definition of law as the reso-

Lution of conflict by s_c_ioned rules proved useful in unearthing legal _ata.

_._e g_oup possessed sufficient so__idarity _nd enough incentive for co_flict..

_'esoluti_o The periods of three months' and tu_omonths' duration, respectively,

l,r.m/edlong enough to give the group more than an ephemeral life spa_o

_A

.,o We found.,that the fac:_that lthe Penthouse XI _roup was already in being ,,,_._d

cha__r_d,with an objective

_[ave ,us_the advantage .of imvestigati_ what _for us w99 a real societ_ and not an

j,___perimentalartifact. _is advantage carried over into Penthouse Z_ despite

the fact that the legal i_r_estigators participated in the selection of its sub-

eats °

We suggest that socio-legal investigators take advantage of existimg _xperi-

_,ent._lgroups instead of flaying at first to create their m._. Desl_ite the fact

tl_ut one can hardly resist the temptation to devise his o_n experimental settings,



nevertheless our experience indicated that the vet? gr,_at advantages to be derived

o:_ the socio-lossl investigator much=ore feasible.

Incident_L_v_ _.;esuggest that social rmthropologists might also seize the

oDi0ortunity to develop experimer_al tec]miques by _ea_ of _;ork upon expex imen_lA_

confined societies o

4., We found that gl-eater resistance exists to_l_iticel .and legal investi_atic_

%_._t? psych_ol_ical and spcio-metric _test___

;'_call_.1 this finding to stared as a _arning _ithout venturing to suggest

_ason_,_, obvious or abstruse, for the difference in attitudes.

5. 'We found that our confined micro-societies _._ererelu_c_tant to forte xm_les

for their c_m g_en_nce.

The Idnd and degree of this resistance is the main burden of our study.. At

this point we merely su_narize it in the form of a general rubric. "See___ara_ hp._

6. We found it necessar_ to construct a general co_ce]._t_h!'_ch_._e.have .desiiii_ted

_'A}_ti-Imw" to contain all K_e variegated r.esistancss, evasions, slurrings-over_

o_,_ositions, and resentments aroused against the _ exactions _hich existed

or aro_a to constrain these confined micrc-societieso

Anti-Zmw falls into t;._main sub-categories: resistance to explicit agreed

upon rules emanating f_om e_G,erna!_ authority (exo-legallty); and resistan=e to

the internal, inchoate and _enerally unexpressed but nevertheless quite real

patterns of restraint and conformity imposed by the group on its _.:n members,

_Zl brief_ the society's i_nterna_.._llegislation and a_udication (erode-legality).



Dialectic tension be_._een .Law and AnLi-_w a:_e the _.;ar9 dud _..1_ofof _m_. _.;ork

cn t:hc legal stz_acture of "_heze societie::_

V_tLhouh reference to 1-fnether the activit_f could be designated "legal" (_:rnot,

_:e found a general inc!ins_iom on the path of our S_.b_eets to single o: t ._1%e81_6er

_not]._er activity in the micro-society, to aha_'acterize it as "inessential" to

%hei_- _zer-all ptu-9ose _ _l to attempt to Jettison ire

I,ieventure no opinion on _,_hether there is a genez_al tendency on the paz_ of

confided temporary societies to pass into s state of relative inaction,

7° _$. ,found that ..in.i-eacl;ing to the constraints of ex.o-le&a_.-_ty, the_____;l_

_jn._sLstent_¥ challenged and othez_,_ise tesbed all its r_ies, This activ_.t_;r_,ent

_n_jittin__l_...o r _mwi-btln_LS[__ durim_., the _ntire d_ation of the em/?erlme_;s_.

_ge found even among the more cc_,9_-%aat m_b_eets a kind of pressure-equally.

zati,_ effect vis-a-vis the. ruleso The r_les _._ereboth (a) resisted and _.m_plainea

sgainst and (b) cited with over-emphatic a_r_va3, end insisted u_sm_ Sue/_ patho-

gen't,: legalism we include _u%der the conception "Anti-I_r,_Zo"

8,_ Ct2r useo_____f the mental construct or sT.ientg.fi___/_:me__ t_hor "Psychic Space" _,rss

u_:e_itt"_,ngo .We found that t_s conception serves to focus much of the observa-

"'_ ...... " -'_~"_'' ,;uk.a. -,..,u,v_'.,,.,-E_u,,.,.,._ ,,"-_'-_ .'----_--. _.._'_--.,,L

The conception is not primarily legal, but social-psyeholo_iCalo It sums

up the i_dividual's effort to ma!_tai_ in,_epcndence sgaimst _oup exactions. Its

legal _ncidenee is of cou_'se obvious for the law lm_¢s no sharper conflict than

that bet_¢een iz_divldusl a_d group interests° This lu_ortant area of both law

and Jurisprudence is _ot investigated in this report, _hat does emerge, ho_;-

e_r._ _,re the ms/llfold _.mye_ in _.;hlch coni':Lnement and a e_mmon group purpose

se1_e to raise the level of importsr_ce to each i_divid_sl of _,;hst seems neees-



sary to do to prcsex_e hi_ individuality against the pressure of gzoup a:_filia-

_,a_ a_ost const_ut social contact cml ha:L_dly_e avoidec].

...... "._79.T7<--_--""Xad that the Z acted hostile in res__9_se to _ ._J_=_ into these areas°

We found a _eneral tandqncy to insulate bo%h_afTectiona ! and a_es_ive_

£eeli_Igs from the efTeets of cr_.[din_.

S%_,,;suggests that the presel_ation of psychic s]_ace is e_ibited v._i_nri3_

i:asi-;uations in which the _ub_ect expresses individual acti%-ity in the midst

of _on-related group activity-for example readir_ im the midst of a group hold-

i_%z-_ conversation. These situations seem to us also to exhibit the phen,_menono

.But the_ are only examples of it. By use of the term "pmIchie space" we have in

mind the congeries of all efTorts to preserve ps;Fehic dist_ce, all behavior

designed to keel) others fr_ intruding on o_,e's i_rivacy_ to prevent u_wa_ted

3oeiel cOntacts_ i_ brief_ to walk alone in a ero_d.

9o }'{.afq-tmd that the .cqtceptim%.of ."ctcooning" se1"ved,.,,us_.[ell:

Tater-personal relations changed very significantly as the experiment wore

Ono _Both S%ricl_land and Sty.; report a sharp drop in group activit_ for the

latter parts of b_h experiments, although this does not mean that the g:_oups:

intar-actions _ere f_er or that group solidarity lessened.

i0o Cocooning signifies _Tithdrmml. Its ultimate mauifestatio_s may well be

regarded ms sleep. Do_ss than that_ there are varying shades of withdrawal availa.

ble differentially to human bcings_ m_ch as cat-napping, immobilization; con-

seio_:s relaxation of attention_ dissociation. In general, the mechanism is a

_ampcni_ of social stimt_ti sccepted. _he condition is of course not incompati-

ble _;ith a high degree of general social awareness or with a high intensity of

_oci_A disturbance oB the part of the cocooner.



_e found some ovldonce to su_ort the surmise that .cecoonin_ is correlated

.;ith :_:,erit,_ of cor_'InemeUto

:t!o U_c demands pf._s_[chiq space m_d_._cocoon_i_ fo_er a neg_ive - attitude to_._erd

o ve_t or explicit methods of conflict re_olutiono

:01 a _ense_ these phenomena arc _art of the individual's natural efforts be

_:osolv _.or dissolve conflict on an individual basis, Added to that; there see_.s

%0 _e _ social factor implicit im the age-old wisdom that conflict should be

:i.Z_c,re,_if possible. Further_ there is ._,robsbl_v a cultural bias in Americans

:m favor of ad hoe and_ if pos_ible_ _en _meonsclous adjustment. These al_ea:¢

90 be fo//_.;ing an tuneL:pressed rule that _ch inconvenience should be stu_ered

and much inform.al griping may be indulged in before formal and explicit complaint

should be resorted too

_I? .foun d our 9ubSects_'n_ill_ to _bmit their o_m differences t 0 2dSudica-

tion_ _ncxpert _.KhCn" forced bj superior a_:thority or advers9 circu_mt._nces to

:-cscrt to formal _dJudica___tion, but, cmatrariyi_s_ 3._il!ing to adjudicate h_pothe-

tical dis ute_

_N_is finding points to one of the basic weak_esses in simulation in the sc_sl

sciences in general. We found_ for example, that our use of the prisoner's dilem-

n_ _a!i,_ was immediately seized upom as _ o_portunity by the strong/_{ cohesive

group of Penth_Ise IX as a weapon against the investigators as authority figu2es_

::n br!ef_ the game went over quickly to a _.;o-person zero-sam contest bet_.;ee_ the

:_t_bj:_ctsand the investigators° This led. us to m_/_e informal use of the game as

a diagnostic tool for test:ng group solidarity. We have nothir_ in the uay of

statistical data to indicate an objective measure Of the validity of this sugges-

tio_ that a confined group with a c_ objective _,_iI/ exhibit a heightened

de,-fee of solidarity over ra_d_m/_ selected groups of p_ayerso
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_.2o _[o found that the _tb_cts in Penthouse 1"IX .readily res_1_ded to dir#ctiyes__

to cc_'_ider/_thetical e___es in a p_-con-declatom - maker format. =.Wehad no

___;_mity to zotate roles_. Since the societies were composed solely of peer

_:e_be_._we make no reference to _aat might have happemed bad a social hierarck_

_xisted or b_ imposed.

_,:lerewas a decided difference between the _zilXingness of the subJecbs of

_authc_e II and those in Pen%house III to adopt the "legal': fermat for s-_ttling

}_/pcthetical conflict_ This indicates that conscious preparation of the members

of a c_mfined society for undertaking such roles is helpful°

"'3o _. ,f,ound that we were unable to Persuade the ,sub_ects to d.ev.i_e,cons_.i,,,ous

2_ec_m_.._uesfor settling their, internal dli_erences.. They preferred to aL_._

_ensions to be dissipated in m%y form rather than create adjudicatory machinery

_:or co.,Iflictresolutiom. 'l'nere_as better success at inducing the subSects to

act as mediatio_ or ec_ciliatimm boards if the subject matter of the disputes

uas h_._othetical°

If_found that_ the st_jgcts, became in_creas_m_]_y chary 9bout apln-oachlnG "the.

autho_:ities" Hitb..thei r C.O.mplaints,_

"L4o :_ the cou_se of discussing mad deciding problems submitted tO them, _e

obsez.red various devices used by m_bJects: for example. "stultifications" as

_h_e an a_ent is used against its original proponent to point to a result he

doesn't _ant; "ps_tdo-ccnsensus." as Whez_ a plausible sounding summary of the

_embers' views cleverly i_ixEts the speaker's bias as though the group had already

indor_ed it, which they hsd mot°

__e found .,astreng te=dency on the pa ,rt_of aL% the subjects to avoid and evade

decis:[oz_,-ma/ciugtasks , s_.et_mmes e_9.!Oyiz_ intel_ec.tuall7 ,fancy techniques for

beg_g the question, o.
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].5- _<_eobserved various techniques used by %_e subjects in their group life to

m_,n_ ....a minimum level _? group solidai-ity and to cc_tr_Y the ulu!l and tug c_

_ers_ interests° Among these techniques _._ereovert consem_as-declaration,

_.h_._sof force, legisX_ti_, abandonment of &_ievsmces, and public denial of

cxisti2_ conflicts (scLLid_:ity-inv_cation)_

16o ;__}_found a division o:[lubor __..the eubASects such..that those most !_nt

_n t_ informal and affectional life of the subjects' peer group _.lerenot the on_

_1_ent in its fc_j_l work ,and in co_ntat.ion s .with non-peers and autho-

_iti_,

_his points to a rudi_entary but basic disti:_ctio_ between the repair work

¢,f an emotional or affeetio_ so_t which tends to dissolve co_flict as _ed

to the necessary conscious realizati_ that ssme demands, some c_m_licts must be

_ress¢d to resolutiono

stud_ remains to be d_ _ _hat ps_cho-social measures are available

for detecting these differences am0_g individuals, to say nothing of investiga-

tions to determine what mi_t be an optional division of labor between th_ t_o

type So

]7, _or the specific findings, hypotheses and other comclusioms from the socio-

In particular, we csl% attention at this point to the concluding secti_ of

(.h_pt¢_2_rl entitled "Socio.-psychological Data in Sul_ of socio-le_al H_otheses

_ - . ,,

18o For the very detailed study of legal questiommaire number 2 i?_ the l_int

_ vie_,r_f cluster _sis we direct attentio_ specifical_ to Chapter VII and

%he fh_d.%ngs an_ comc_msi_s there reported,



CI _i̧ "_

lo _ht1__lly, our first general recomm_ndation is that this _ork be coutinued_

i_e enjoyed it so much that rely other recommendation _Ald indeed be surprisin_o

Y.f_ Penthouse director_, Drs. Mal_en and CalXoway are willing, then it seems

_o us that the Space Sciex_es I_boratory, Social Sciences Group might _._ellcon-

tinue to supzx_t theso _So

_o "_°crecommend that a more formal model for subseguent investigations be

_.c_.'..S_doThere is an ovex_helm_ abund:mce of proto-_potheses and suggestions

for i_ure investigations in the empirical data presented in this Report° _Is

:r_: grcx,_h must be prune_. _Sectives _mSt be _r_ore adegu_tely specified and

•_ec_m[ques Be more pree_is_]_Vconformed to objectives.

i._o 1_e recc_nend that efTo_5 be directed to cozTelating the sOcio-pBycholo_ieal

_nd _e legal data as a f_rst att_rot. _hereaf_cer a serious attempt sh_:id be

l_de tO correlate these f_ndings with the results of the phyaiol_ical e_peri-

4° I'_ recommend that th_ attention of _tuthorities in charge of space fligh_ be

_hs_p_ _ drm,m to the almost total state _t" l_norance that ealsts on ha_ confined

_o_e'_ies of _ durati_ can be taught to devise conflict resolving techniques

_o _;e found tha_ the subjects i_ these confined micro-s_cieties _.zereinclined

-i;oco_e_s_e for _heir depriv_tlo_s 1)y certain "ccmp111slve-addictive" behavers

_;hich were not disucssed in this RepOr_o We reccm_nd that s_udies of prol_nged

,:0_|1_me4_t be made by social 8_thr_ocists and sociologists tO attempt to

de,examine the _tent to _._leh these deviant behaviors are the result _f em_fine-

_;_nt a_d _ they ma_ be emeli_tedo
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6o Wc_ do not discuss abe2Tstioms of sem2ality in this Relx_rt° _,ferec_cnd that

#syc]_i_.t..-:L.oend p_ho.t__cal attentiem be paid to the sexual behavior e_ the

m_mber_. _f confined micro-_ecieties having scientific objectives.



A_XX A

X_ OF P-_v_OL_E XI

[Recognizing _bth the vslue of. a z_ord of t_e investigators' eon-

_e_poraneous reecti_s to the situation t_ey _e ob_ervlng and _he value

_ privacy for those w_'o do not inten_l _o reveal parts of themselves to

_n unknown audlenee_ we:have dec_ded to edit _is log. _e log was made

f.x'_'mday to day to re_d us of our p_.-oeedure_:and feelingso It was initialled

because the wri_ was impressedby t21e utili1_y of logs kep_ by members of

Antarctic teems. Or_7 at the end of _e Penthouse experiments, on the

sug_,es_ion of Prof, W_ter Wey_au_h_ did it c_cur to us to trea_ the log

as t_self da_a.

[E_iting was done on the f_zllo_iug baeis: Material _hlch was

probably meant as confidential, though not so stated, _s e_nised. Remarks

of the writer _ieh no_ appear too pe-_ulant, personal, or lll-tempered were

also excised. Reminde_.s which now make no sense or _hi_h called attention

"_0 fa_ts of individual psychology, h_ve been _pped. Some delicate

_matte._s_which subseq_mt_ we realized _re well bey_md our abilities or

de_ir_s or llcens_ to _ves_i_ate, have been _eleted. Othez_Ise, the

.log is inexact as it wa,_ msde, _th all its ecJ.loq_Lialisms_ laments, star_s

and steps. Hopeful_7, it _lll give the _eader. an idea of how we managed

this part of our passive observations and _a_; dlffieul_ies we met with. ]
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26 l_bo

1 I_are.h

2 Max_h

lPleegingwith staff mm_ a_ts in Pead_b_se.
reccrdar _es_ed. General d_m.-_ipti_ of _ CowamoStriel_1_md

york. (See "Briefing for Staff a_d Attendants°") Addltiuns
were _sted to the Dei_ Observations Record and duly in-
corporated. The staff a_d to cooperate with keeping this
record a_d to Fevlew the procedure after a week or so to see if

it is bearing fruit. The q_ezti_n _as raised whether the D_
could be _ out during _he last hour of duty, and it was

the eemsensus that it _ be, thereby relievlng staff of over=
time reSlXmSlbLlltles. See tape fur complete dlscusslc_.

Grand opening. Dinner sad hrieflng a_d soclallzing,

6:00 . I0:00 p.m. @ocd liaison _rlth C_et amd .%1. C_owau
talks _rlth Bob at length. CcMan makes _ statement of
our aims; I add a w_d shoat tts not cutting seriousl7 into
thei_ free time. A1 later wa_ts to knuw _ust what we are

after (as 11" %0 _); he says he hopes it wil_ help him

to learn mo_e ab_at himself; I state that is not our purpose,

but it ml_ht. He add _et end Bob and I have a discussion of

whether ode would oF should he a subject in such an e_nt

out of l_Tlotls_ a_o_e_ i.e, -,rJ.thO_.t being paid. The =(::lr_Dsus
seemed to be that no one really takes l_atrloti_n that serlou_7,

unless _ is a real emer_ncy.

Duri_ the _Tmct_°s presentation FA_nk kept stealing
the show and _utting up. {Established self as the delinquent

•..__.er_.?)w_e l___Ok__da bit ixTttated add suspicious du_tng
Cowan's IEesentatlon. Made scmethln6 of a commotion when the
Diree_r _ the group vould here to decide by taaOZTC_ mornln_

whether they wanted five or six cups of eoffee per da_o Freak:
_gell vhy _ot six, gives y_u something to do." The others later
asked him, and seccmdarlly Ed, whether six was reasonable; he

said it _as, a_d the_ see: to a_ee_t his lead. Frank, A1, a_d
Dave give evlden=e {in Jokes, e.g. ) slzeaay that they are pre-
pe_ed to be taken care of, passively. _het is stolid, is no_
ecm_ced that confinement and close ccmtrol is ae_essary to

this k£ad of experiment ....

I have _ talk with C_et abo_t helping him @et his _ear.
I ask Ea how ma_ cup's of coffee they decided to take; he says

six and turns m._ (probably a mistake on w pert). _ with
Bob abo_ s :a@szlne he is stapling to_ether. He asks peintedl7
_at I aid du_tnZ the Free S_,dut Msvement (FS_), rem_yk.i_g

that I seem awfully u_moticmal ebout polities, seeing as how
X am apolitteal scientist° He evades _ question about whet he
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3 _eh

did; on second try he says he got arrested, was c_e of "the

seven" (?) - sa_s he was arrested fo_ being _he _rlnter,

prin_J_g stuff he didn't especially 85tee with. (fast flying

Was unable to discover fraa staff members how the de-

clslc_ to take six rather than five cups per day was reached°

Ap_ I_ _as mede the night of the ist in the Ss' pr!va_
di s_usslon s.

_ls aftexwo_ l _et with the Ss far a half hour to dis-
cuss o_ routine and the general format of our e_eriments. Z
outlined the prlso_er's dilamme_type problem, stresslng the

f_Cy _ the prok_m an_ that 1_ had no _ttcmlaX enswer.

They see_ to agree to using the tape re_ea_ at future

sesslons. _hey dld not res_ readi_ to idea that the present

sltua_ is similar to a space flighto FraY, espeelallT, wanted

to point out that vhatever slmu_ati_ ve do will have vlrtu_

nothlng to do with the real thin_° X s_reed vAth this but said
it is a ki_ of sophlstiaaticel that ve alA need and it Is

act pre_ ahead for s trip to the South Pole because you
haven't been t_ere yet. _kl was curlcus but silent, abet vas

silently cooperative; sug_estinE at uoe point that As_uts

might _wnt to take s dog alm_. The subJe_t _f ¢_anibalism _as
broaahed a=1 Joked about. X assm_a Ss that we will supply

them with _Ar _esults, af_ex-_a1_Is, if _ey wast to see _at _e

do with their cooperative behavior and c_ributio_s _o our
_eseez_h. Frank cutting up as usual, su_ested the Ss' nsmes

a_ pictures ought to appear on the report, maybe a _rcup

photo.

A1 was atte_tlve and cooperative, perhaps a bit suspielous_
Dave vas the _st latentI7 troublesome, sayl_ at the end that

it vi_ be s questlan of vho breaks down first. I h_l _ that
LT the sessions _t to be a pain in the _e_k _ cou_1 reduce them
or call them off.

_Men X posed the question of space treys, AI said he wouldn't
_e able _ stand £t because he likes to be alone - can't sts_d

people yak_ at him, needs prlva_y. Frank said this is a

psymhologle_l question. We _Isc_ssed ere_ se_on and _rc_p
_vin_ _rie_ly.

Frank an_ I have _od _£aAsoa z_ as a result of a con-
versation ab_t pipes and n_ raking a _oke of our future sesst_s
being like _ _t over and over except _hat he (Frank)

would sot get the title role each time. He Xau_ed abruptly,
later an, _aen I remarked that he might take the ro_e of captsin
or _hle_ scleattst in same sitAtatton-prohle_ of our devising.
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5 March

X_n6 tale wi_h a staff member. _Is im_resslcn is that
in +_he last exper_ _he dis_ussi_ of vhi_h TV programs to

wa_.h was m6de by p_ce_i_: the _ _lde was discussed, and
preferences would be Indlca_ed: "X is on tonlght.'"

I infer that _hat happened was that t_e assertion of a prefer-
ence hsrdened into a decisio_ if i_ _as unchallen_. Often,

he says, a certain @hannel would be 2ef_ on un%ll i_ became
so bad _hat smaeone weuld ge_ up and swit_ to a_other (also

l__lun). He himself would make ccument _bout the historical
ana_sms in _iatar movies _hls field was classical

hisS). TMe subjects were mgst vc_eA abou_ msicals, gladiator

movies_ and Fractured Flicks. He observed that _hey kept to
fl_selves a lot; e.g., he _ever learn_ m_h about the career
plans end asplratlons of the other subjects, or their be_k-

_s. He agreed with m_ s,_estlon that mos_ of _he da_-to-

d_ decisi_s were made by _he Director and staff. Other

decisio_s ware m_le by pre°emptlon and by withdrawal: if y_u

didn't lake vlm_ s_e_e tur_d cn _V, yo_ went to your ro_°
AVO_ _,as also a _ technique of deeisi_n-mekln_: as

with the protracted de_isi_ to _ to a movie _ not, there

woul_ be assertim_s of (positive and _e_a_Ive) preferences, no

resolution c_ even debate, end _he m_tter _ould be
untL_ the staff i_Atia_ed it a_ l_ter. _is eve_J_ he,

Cbe_, Dave, add Frank were _atching "Daniel Bo0_e" vhen Z
arrived. Almost no remarks about program, exnept by staff

and me. One of subjects remxMed: '_mt's a pretty
clean-shaven Daniel _ue." _ several times _ lato the

r_om, looked at s=reen f_ a se_, and r_t_ _o his own

rocm_ He seemed ta_ubled. Seine sociallzin_, very brief and
_ra_, ar_ stove when hot wate_ vas ready far coffee.

9:00 a.m to 9:_0
Administered first part of XFLk Test to Freak, Dave, and _. Zd
reluctant _o tame it--did so stand£_ up because Me has lover

and fiDds it painful to sit. _ _zald not be quiet
_-_-__!e_------------------_-_8_st: Me _ Dave _ a Io% at the questions.
Frank sa_ tha_ they were "absurd." I_, aaserMd, he_olcL_l_ _hat
it didn't lm_he_ him a bl_ to let others know _t he thin_ and

feels, because he knows it already. A1 (now present) volunteered

that a good test _ test thin_s you aren't aware of . . .

I intr_uce t_e subject c_ extra m6azines, sa_ I mi_h_ brtn_
and locate so_e money far others. Definite prefex_nces

expressed by IM, Dave, end _e4:. (X shaXl pursue this as a
de_ision-_ _), Nice talk vith Chef about German
poe_.

P.S. : On c_leti_@ the test, _ says: "You'll fi_ that

I'm an az_rchlSto" DAS: '_at's s_ at_actlve posi_i_."

Frank: "Xeah, it's simple. Whe_ you don't _ s_ethln_

Jus_ blow it up:"
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5 M_A_-h I:00 p.m. %o 1:20

_Isluistered lYLa Test %o Bob, Che% sad AX. t%evemtfuL AX

was Intan% Qo ge%%In_ back to type a letter° Bob and AX wantad

asR questi_s a_A% the ques%ioas-_l__. Bob ws_teci

te discuss the results of the tes_--X _ him we co_ia't do

tha% until _e _ve soae related tests. He said he doesn't like

p_Xicemeno I said X don't either.

Delivered some magazines and he_ talk with John Bosle_

Joint work. Lm_ talk with the% abou_ Ew_Xish idioms and
proper usa@e; he is _ %o improve his "style" by rea_

style mnuals. X told him _hat vo_ _1_1.y be a waste of _Ime.

He is _ coneernod about rules, end seems to have memorized the
most fantastic and elaborate rules about m_gAish usa@e - most of

which were t_Ivial _ wrong. He is ea_er to _e% to _k studylz_,

which he plans to do "abo_t six hours a ds_y." I am to pick up

his _ this _. C_e%, AX, a_ _ _re very e_a%iv_

in cos_letln_ _he_r XPX£'s, ps_s of _ieh they had _ bla_ko
_kl is _ sociable albei_ still cautious. AI is chatty and

hints he might not cooperate if he doesn't want to--Jokiago He
and l discuss the pala_Iz_ he is _ia_ . . • . _ is frlea_V

but not _h in si_t; di_o far Bob who is on the _s_lX.

Dave gives me a _ _hen X s_ s_in_ to ]_s_¥ a_
tests. Re aria AI and I _ abo_ how dii_fict_lt it is to answer

t_e XPLA questions because t_y have so ms_ interpretatio_s.
_ _ recruit _ to _ _ tape f_ them for t_e

tape recur. _is vas meutioaed to me before because Frank
a_ Dave _e_ to Cape _ hils_Itles of theirs to s_ to a

sad X _ _ per_issi_ to use _he W_Xsnsa_

alX _s, _hey made the d_eisl_ to buy a_C $_0 worth

of tape without c_sul_ing the o_hers. _ey ._em to form a
fai_ @i_h% coterie, which I would _uess does no_ _ude (sad

perhaps e_ss_v e_niudes) _. However, I saw Dave teaching AY
a card _ _before, It was FA_ank inltAatln_ card games with

wi_h C_et, about the XLPA; he is rather eo_eer_ed

about _h_% _e are after. I _ave him a _neral idea. He is

also cu_Ao_s alxmt _hat use _e intend to make of the b_s_hlcal

sketches that Bosley requested. During a dis_ussi_n with John
_sle_ (J_), _ _rst in _ demmxled to know if theze _ _ny
"real" z_ssoms that his friends could mot visit him t_.

J'_T'.cal/ea the Di_ec_r, _he said C(. _ _ppeamd very _ -

his fl-temds we.re about to _eave on a trip. Bob the_ asM_d if he

eo_l_ have visitors. Xes. Ome of the staff was a hi% _set

about _n_ he c_ have vlsito_s. 4.B. straightened that out.

AI es_e in ang_ stati_ that if he bed _._, he too would .
have had vlslt_s. Chef walks _-wi_ looking a bit despond

ent. _ and Dave seem to be s_mni_ selves; no observatt_

thei_ responses to this situation.
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8 March Sessioa wlth Ss end Coven and m_s_If 3:30-_:22 p.m.

_u_ste_ed se_d half of IPLA Q_estlcmnalre. Again %here was

eec_sic_l g_fawiug at questlans. Sea, tug:

A1 _ Frank _et

I.... i
Frs_k_ _1_ and Dave _,_ in a lAve_ fashica before the
sess$_ beans. Ed is thus _enter. He seems very alert tod_7o
He and A1 are the fLvst to _et Questice_aire answered. FA_u_k is

last, ot_e_s vait on him. Rrcm this, and s_bsequent obs_vation,
X Imfe_ %hat he is vex-y sensitive to being less l_%ez_te am_

quick than the otSers. (Fo - _i is sl_tlng _Sere I_ sat In

first session. ) Chef pulls up ehalr late; looks puzzled as to

where to break into the clrele. A1 erovds in at _ end, IAfting
cheat over TC's head.

I 8tare that _.ques_s bed been made for various n_azines
and that I hsd _ns_l_d vith the _, _ao mana_d to
scrounge up $_0 to be spent a_ _a_ the _rou_ _anted. Ie_

phaslzed that _als _ be in addition to whatever _e cc_
@et frc_ the staff _xl others, e.g., that the Director mentlceed

he might bring in Selenti_ic American.

M_ prmsenta_cn meets _Ith suspielous g_es. D_ve is

qulek _o ask _hethe_ t_e requests preceded the m0mmy or vice
versa. X sam vice versa. X ree_aslze the fact that this is

a _ for our _crm_ sessions en_ tha_ it is eXso a practical

matte_ _hich they ean dispose c_ as they wish. To m_ s_Ise,

there is at c_ee a _eneral dlseusslcm_ lncludln_ everyone eznept

Chef. _e _n_ form is that ideas are tossed o_t but not
cha_; the a_ess_cn _s (_ far as I can _) directed
te_ma_l e_tlons aad toward me, rather than _ one another.

_a AI (late_) ze_ested a pocket book, I _ X d_a not regard
tha_ as a :_s@az_ne o_ newspaper." He was peeved an_ said if i
was going to make dll_ieult_es.he vas not _in_ to talk to me.

Bob a_m_ts _ the x_ques_ to _ _ _ket-t@oks. (A1
wlthdrev his request _en sc_ec_e Ix_intedou_ that ___ had a _c_-
densatlan c_ the book he _anted. ) I agreed.

FAmnk's rele ns at _st silence; _eslx_ c_ to direct
questions t_ me, e.g. - did he cr did he not _o along _Ith a
vote? _ he stm.-ted cutting _ _A_h remarks that all he vented
was @Orate books, l said %hat is wlt_Lin definition of "ma_azi_e."

DAseussion c_ how that ec_Id be, if pepe_backs weren't _At_in

the deflnltlcm. X assert they have a date on them, so are ma_a-

Zi_e8_

Feank: "Are _ willing to _o to Good W_11 and _%_d stares
to @et theme" Me: '_ot unless _ca._ ehee_ and not unless it



__nk: "_ _bxl. I am _ in_n_stea in Wo_ler Womn s=1

didn't care abou_ his share of the _0 tecause

he washer iatarest_l. Count me out - but _ go along vlth
what _be others decide.

Initiative .gne fro_ I_I and, to lesser extent, _e, R_ aBl

AI. E_ ¢lear_7 demtnant. Often he Is e_ctted in speech . . . .
He is the om _ao sug_sts _ttin_ the Nev Tork Times re_larl_.

This seems agreeable to othexs until I ask _tb_ that means

edLi_iou too_ _ &Iscussi_; heat_, _id; a_ a

l_O_a of a_tlve su4_s,.Icxls (e.g., o_ Sm_la_, Ai_ M_

S_, _ _ Weda_sd_V_. A consensus begins to em_

sev_ _i_ms, _aieh I defeat on the _s _ba_ It is s_
not _ _hst X am to _ far _ _ Dave _a Bob and
I _ f_ s vo_e (ef_e: ee_-serto_ dis_ssl_s o_ how to
deci_); _i_ ode or mare look at me for al_a_ o_ _Islon;

insists ev_ raise head. f_ _ Yo_k

AU do, _ aaa _et _l, ctaat_ (Imlf-_st). I wke _e

t_uble by seyl._ X de,'% kno_ wh_t _l_ vote means, Air

regular, he,Imping _e_? 15que; _ dism_ssi_ e_1 chaos;

decided by _ mthol that it is _Ines_ edlti_ tbe_ _aa_,
eslmcla_ slate time doesn't mean so _ _e them (a point

made by B_b and also b_ _). RI dubs this tb_ "_J_,es O_.a

Is ebaetle 81seussl_ of ho_ to s_ resla_ -

or is noa b (z

as and bo_ be _nts and spendl_ the _hole f_t _ until
it is _. I_ a_i _k_ oppose the Xatter b_au_e someone, e.g.

•I, might s_ it right _ the b_t. _be f_ s_ti_ is

a_ o_. X s_s_ _ _ sti_ be a 1_oblma _ ov_r_la_:

am I_ _ to keep _co_ats aa_ tell someone _aea he has
used u_ his _.9_. X a_. _ ss_s it's about time _ us to

go.

X _se _ _ _'_ic_t_: Does _ want me to bring

s_azlnes tcnc_re_? Dave a_ I_ have requmsts: Dave aids that

if he ove_s_ he _ eom_easate me. _ asserts, soms_bat

t_ca1_, that sa_s a_'t i_e_st him.

I _ a_er _il_l_: _M_, _ :s_eziMs vou14
me to _t from the _, e.g. _ines that _be_ (Ss) rosy

not _ to s1_ _.93 an? We have had some sug_s_l_ns ea_Xier

(l _ them). _esuX_7 dAsc_ssi_, _Ich I t_lee Iz_t
to ask _be_ber Bob ea_ At (_ X_ve?) _e bela_ se_io_s. _ ss_s

it is tim to 8o. Talk t_ off. X c_at _M_s i_ five,

with "_o_ did we £x_et that?" X _cunt _ _ five
and the eessl_ is ova.
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9 Mare_

TC calls Ss bac_ to 8_ he rants to give them _ae legal
Aptltude test. _hey are dubious, I_ _ys It _ he1_ us g_
bot_...x* x'_sul'bs. _ s_y_. he _ do :it "mnte.r dLm'ess" a,_
to he_ _he _t, _ut _ld prefer not to; Bob (ml _._)
agr_p under duress. A1 s_s i_ _I _ the t_e _ £s_-
(Dave: "or s,lOm_") _ "vl// 8;l.ve us scmetlnB to bitch abou._."
T_ u_s ve _ look _o It o

I am _ that intera_t£cn IG too rap£d and ecafused
to _pe, _ even record _a a Bale_ed_rt_l Sr_. _ agrees°
He £s _n_ssed v_th boy e_rehia the group is a_l how _ to
_sn_e. He su_ests to keep _ _£t_ug a_l f_ the rest_ be
eoate_ for nov vlt, h an observs_.cm_ _1. I am ezmzed a_
the elan sn_ pa_e of the d_b_te. I had _ ma ela_n_te
avo_an_e of ds"_t.e.

Oa_ of t_e _ relm_S _st _ cells a "_",
"nut as1201ous," over _l_ eo_ee _a_on. She s_s t_/e sort
of _ntltc_ dt4 not _ so earl_ last _:e. I _st _ba_
tl; m_ be _ _0 t2m ezat1;mml_ _ o1" ou_ sesstoa yes_er-
d_" a_l _ she ehcu_ not£_e _ there Is this ecn-b of

x_ks he _ust &(ms _hat he is told _1 _ets it
__th; _t £s the easiest _."

Chef _ts a 2'/e_rse_r to me as scheme _ho is
"hey e_ _oesn't _et along v_t_ the others yet,."

First _a of Prlseners' D_ems ssm (P.D.). kt_ _o sot

vt_b Je_s s_8 I dm'_ _ave _Oo L_rj
_: [Pause] * _rel_ then ve'_L _p sbe_ _Lt_ _Lve Ve_."
ZX: _[ _ _u_t _ I'll Z4_."
• 1 Is _8 _a.,_.1.l. Bob dale_ in ro_ so that :w/as have to
be _. DB m_1 '_ state l'ules of PoD.

_ pl_': Freak sad _em_ lo_ re=srks abo_ the
_mee_dhave_obe_ush_. l_-aaktsavez-yshre__. He
18_r _ _h a_ost perf_t ene_-y aU _ :rues aad
his _ mot£w_tion--to e.ocsez, ate vith o_r "ten oz_Lbeat

']_'al_ 28 v_y exlgJ£clt abm_ desJze to eat; _ollee_,J._ vtth
otter Ss; dJ.sdalaful _hen tohl later b_ l_ that hls tea= exxt1£

Bob a _;_fle bm_d, Dave se_ eul_ I th_k, on yerSe of vary_g
strate_, _re 2t not f_ _ _ other side. Chet Is as

_t but does _t _e_ e.,_i'be_1 by "M_ Sm_ am1 keeps
ve_ _x_
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7:30 poS.

n Naz,ch
8=00-8;10 p.m.

_. _ TC (re q_es_t_) _m_ be is not at all

Intarested /_ _es!gnlag _s _ tt_n-efoa-ev111 _o_ easve_

clueslxi._j but does. T_ seys _ are no_ Interested In

seines as such, e1_. All, es_elai_7 Ai sad Frank, _ _o

talk at once and dLrmn o_tt g_ve. TC :aps t_le. _hts paa-t
of sesslon doesn% go too yell, in _' opinlca, because

tmtea at all thls exel_emant, says he doesn't _e_ete_d the
_am_. I _e1_e_a_e _at a_l wLll take tu_ae areahave thence

at equal eam.tu_.

(I am _ulte suepzlsed at ho_ =a_tcl/,v ea_ ocuistent_
t_e¥ htt upon the eoope_tlve solution; _atlceale, m_eated
by _, is that th_ m playing against us {DS and TO)

Stopped b_ to leave s book _tth At. He ls _ la card
_em _A_,_ FA_nk, Dsve _ E_ (I hts bed. I _ _ to
Bob that o_ _t has stimulated some poker. Bob s_s
_es, It is all that extra ehe_.

Ccuyareat_Lon vith Chef (who is a/_me la Xlvtag room,
va_ a Weetmm) about 01,1 __a.a, me_l_.,_, m_

P.S.: Xn _ _me, it _e FA_k vho said that be varied
the 0/10, 10/0 8t_ate_ "_ust f_ f.n," _ he _t bored.
It _as also FA_ak _ao remarked at e_l ef _ame _en told that
_s team ccula _ earme_ _ _ ecm_etiag more= "We're

Ge_e _e'8 5_st 3:(X)-3:30 am4 PDII 3:30-_:00 (alded by
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the table 1_Zcze I_Z, AI fezes obsa_e_ to %he
time _ he _ _ ]_resldemt. lle says l_aak Is very
"haS,Co" I ask _at that means. He s_s It means %hay have
a secret 1=_tn language that he and Frank and Dave have.

is _ _uz_._ m,l _ %trot the emper_
_/_even_bl_. Ee se_sbebopes o__s
_m't _ m_e deolsloms because be doesa'% _ ae_istCmSo
(He makes s£m_%_ cmmem_s to J.B., _o %ells him he is a

)

(espe_a_1_ _'s) sub_tsslm to _ (_h_r _ m our
_dcm_n_ se_1_' £s F,,mk. _I, Bob, _I_)
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I _ _ • • o em_ omm_ posslbl,7 recm_d all. =iV

--.__ns _ma observ_tlcms _o-.

sad Reeak have as_L me to b_ the_ sc_ klt_s
(wom_i_, _ _ _o_ _e _ _o _ _o it).

ls _ In _emk/_ me in ad_moe; this is
have bed our post mortem alt_n.e_Icm. AI asks m %o

a le%_=, m_e _ less as if mothi_ had _.

Dave _ amity., in his usual _%Ien%, maxlous, m_d

a_ rebell_ous Zaahlon. Chef is on ers_meter

then _ doln_ Shure's te_%.

, as IZ to felt the _d_ole _ to stop _om_et1.__bo._h 1% Is trlk, te to hl_; e.lLl_eJ.t competl_

beecms _ of hls Is_e_ip)o _ _ su_sts

_l_e_ _I_ others mast have m1_ the rules (as be
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qusrre:l_m, rhea (l _ on _d,s _t_) starts
abou_ d1_ it all equal_ pu_t_Qg _t _u the teapot, etc.

_tatAo_ is that s£1 _his fsac¥ foot_rk is mmm_
to al;u_ far, but not to i_ralid_te_ t_e t_ibute _y . . .

12 Rsz_h Dallv_ kites to _eak aa_ X_ve. All axe 81_luS la
7:30-T:35 p."_ front ot TY e_:e_t M, vho is si_ on his _ vl_h a vlsi_

(this I kaov _ Frank goes /a too:, kae_ first, to _t

_l_a_ fo= me)• o . •___Is no_ at all _ about _ Dave to ps_ him half of
kite _, __ _ _n __).

Gave la_ew to R_ma. He euas_a_ reverted _o

s_a_la_ his o_a _Ini_os. Pot a _ he dented he has aa_;
_e he e_ hehss _oo :sa_ aal _'t so:_ t_em o_....

is vszy seasltAve to the C-S e__s, ea_ a_t:A_r_es
of _at he _ts abo_t _ z_la_ons to a _ of

ESP _ c_Ive uD_ns_ious. He sai_, e.s-, la P_X he and

___ ._, I ao_lee Bob £s vary busy _i_ s_oet_la_ a%
t_; _be_ _ave, a_ F_ very _ to have _ s_ of

We _ _ :ouaala6 Ss u_ _o slve the= Covaa's
paz_ofXRM_ _e_v_£tao_Ltel_. _eaelt_11ta_aXs

_e_se by -,_al; he _)'s on the ta_e, then he a_ _ z_ise
a s_e a_:k m _-_ iaves_A_A_ _ asse_-'_uS_.

aa_ the _dalo_s _e ask az_ s_clal and aabi_aous. T_
sll these ob_ee_ions ra_ioaal_ ca4 pa_le:_.

Dens t_es e_eedAng_ t_ent in a m_et _I don't mxtez_
staZ_ _ ym_ sZe sU_ fools, ez_]ai_ it" M1_ of SU_J.TI_AS

_r_V. XI;earn 4ran to a _Lt_ __tl_ that a) ve
are _ to f_a out th_n_ aboW_ _hea en_ _ved_ their

emag_ _he= a4 s_ it _tbe /aside. W_ea T_
said _ _ are tWinS to 1_ the 1_o-pelltieal als-
posl%ions f_ the soels1-_--_1_, _ _e =esponse

ester" J_ t;_s_ _ o1"b_sAness. We _ t;o stA'ess _ t;_Ls
is a scle_ In_ aa_ _ don't ftsd the
i=_exest_ e£t_e=. Dave z_os_Ms poi_: "_'s
_Iffe=e_t beoau_e the _ kao_s _at he's dolas."
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Yrankj _-ou_out e_ the% Is _s_bt in a blnd. He
voul_ _ to agree with _ ud me (in fa_tp he is be_s
mo_ me of _'s cigare) but he _ no_ abandon Dave:
he _ztes to ms_e Dave's statements so_nd more _bXe for

a ,+hilep Chert beSins to lose con+._-ol c¢ _<_If + . -_ _-

3o_ _as _z7 reas_ ca1 retatn_ his _Lttats:s of
_he 9_es_G=aa_ze lbe_suse he at4n% like "%he dL-_tlun the
_Ltseusston has _." mt was sweet and asia1 to= _e
_crete _ and fmmz. ebstraet, i_lefintte questions.

others _ punksj fo_ t_e Dmre-Fue,_ ].eea
[see _e].

Deme emma had the _ _o ask_ _en _ sald to turn
the tspe be_n_e ve _ad eno_j _t_ -e tho_t ve had e_.
S_vs _ _x)._l_, beeau_ _ _have be_un r_peatin_ y_urselveSo

_s_ b_tsmm Bob, Davep and _ abeut LI_'s s_. _ren
_m thst scene, Dave Ls d_ to oontra_ct.

a_ l m diss_l at this displ_. _e vovs to
stee_ _k_r of the place. I _xZZ t,_ to _ _.t u_ "_
prete_t_ nothing _ ha_ _ e_pt sc_e _ be-
hsvtc_ t_muse thor ea.e undea" sunh stawss; she3.1 _'(n_e ma
the d_:_.sl_ to _L__ 1_ tbe_ dec_e to--w mint thegn in_
01;0o . , .

P. So: ,lint, _ to omw _uZa_, _ vu _ 4o_ 1mll

don't _ _nre thsa _hat) an_ _1 f_ into a r_e_ s_
a¢ _ob, _d fled benk to his _o_ ile _er_

about t_a_e _in_tes late_ In a sullen, hurt frsm o_ _L_.

Seating chu'iz_ sessJ.c_;

Bob Chet _1



_9

X _ for the regu_ sessi_, _ to presen_ a

e_illatlca _ in hc_e it __11 be more cc_al to Ss,

and to shov tha_ their tzeatn_nt of TC has no_ glven

the u_ ham_. Xt _askflres.

de_ in 8ettlag Ss tosethar. Dave _s ta late
from trudaill, _ dark _lasges, belng Jocular and dis-

ru_tve.

sea_:

_S

_ve

I fArst raise the questi_a of _at fu_ favars X can
do for _ re w_azlaes and newspapers. Freak and _ (to

lesser extant) suggest _e books. AI end _o a lasse_ extent
Che_ mAi_'es_ food (e.g.= _ l_-ea_/ az_ _vel_z') as
If it _ the nan of a _s_szine. Bob asks if smecae, e.g.

_r. Ca_, esa brAag In baak issues of a_.

I IntAon in _aasla_ tha_ X spent da_ at San
varies _Abe_d Joktn_ _ that..... _he eonversatlc_

them to ca_, e_ a fashion, e_ intrude Cc_e/_n
l_ohlea I. _het seemed to _ant _o sa_ scmethln_; X e_IXed

on hia s_ he _ in essease that the _illatlen

_xdd a_ do_a the rule ud the pestles could eel. l

raised the quest$ce_ _ e_t c_ the decision.

fell si_. AI stated sam othe_ solution, also _ the

assm_L_ that the _ _ l_l_ate_ eo,W_, aX re-
fers to _ thtou_t as _e"--scltlms as "Pns" c_ as

s_g_est _ater_ eabi_, that %_" have al_ _ s

de_Isl_ Z _slnt _r_ that other su_st, lons az_ not _.
ststeat _Ath k_. He is smoyea. I explain tha_ the

_estic_s a_e _ oa_e_ etc., bu_ X rant to ex_ sev_

hypetheti_ _ this tim Freak has _ dowa an floor
]be does _ _aat to l_a_d_Ip_te; _ is _ sc__

_L_ _ m_4 as_eh s_s on _:_ oF _le_ CM_ £s in :mm.te;
Bob has _A_ to _t ec_ee; _ Mee_ mtt_u_ _
sitting _J am/ At. is _ dls_te. Dave _eSts

rake the pzob_e= _real"_ prete_ that Freak ts the
radio operatc_ - because _ ean't stand these er_iflclal

In_. Scm_e raises the q_estlon c_ essasslaaVAon of

ec_ant ere_ m_e_s. A_ _ts_0u_es ho_ to eh_ u_ _y
• t_ of It o8 _ shil_. _ _ matAeas emml-

at thls I_ that _ a prohle_ w_d be solved by, e.g._
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sa2 Dave mount once 8_ t_elz a_tack: that they

are not at all Intereste_ 2n "gsines,"tha_ _eop_ should sc_Xve
these problems as t_ey arlse, that 2_ and I a_e _ to

_p: tha_ tb_ cem2ot _ mski_ declslcms; that t_is

is not at a_l part of their _r_t, e+_. : see notes of 15

_h. I t_y to a_l tl_ out, explalulaZ b_ _ ve need
their help, that our hum aituatian _ like _ other huron
situatiun_ _a_ if t_y dunSt _ to ps_ti_il_te that is their
dee£s_n, etc. Zt doesn't help _u_h. X pt _d at DRve sad

him he doesn't _ow vbat t_e hell he is _ abOutt
thst dtwe to his massive iSnm_ of the sub_eQt it would not
_mcEe "__ful" Whimifw _ ourpe_ of the
experiment five yee_ in a_van=e, _at he Is hsz_ c8_h]_

decid_ far t_e rest of us _hat is "real" sad._hat isn't,
that hls inf,.west in c_2bb_@_ is ln_t_ t_Ivle_ aaA artifiela_o

to help us aesi_n s_e _ ac_ivi_ that _ be
Ideas_t aria w_ld rake f_ _e haw_. _e sa:m he Is zzot

_oiz_ _ o_se: A_ of the "_aaes" tha_ ¢omm aria I are_I_ to '_plaa,w---areJus_ not _ to Intares1_bl::
_-£<d. He is _ to d_.seums _1_le.s1-1e_.1. mt_ers with
me pez.sozml_ f_ thirt_ :bzu_as a week. I sa_, ve_
cast_celXT_ that this is awfully _erous: _ nov the others
have di_e_ _hro_o_t the ro_ By nov, I m pmtt_ rod.
l_mk, _lth Dame's qJp_rent a__ states that he
no@ eoo_ wlth a_ more _f T_-D8 stuff at al2 because it
Is too d_stu_bin_. I se_ _ X _pzesssll _ o_n do is to
ask _he D2zee_r to Is_ d_wn a llne. Freak _ he won't

e_ s_ho_. I s_ s_-qus'_e.l._ sn_ heated_ that be
could _ least _a_t to see _h_t _ of _ it is, 8_te.,

wLl£ t_lk _o _.be_ _emrrov a_A _r _,o moot.be *.hin_s o_r.
H_r eAviee is not to _eh Frank _,, lmz't£c'u)_ becm_e
very ser£ous is the aa_tez-. X Mziak z_rerz-o:is In t_
tbeJ.z. :reds _,o Cca_L._a_ X as I _ in s 2s_ sehool
_, _.o., _u_ns (__-s) --"--_'---
thst t:_xe is enobb_ 8_ _ c_1. _sz.2ah],e_ _hi_h is
that otw dlsousslc_s, _tch _ the ,,d_o.Xe _ fae,-to*face,

is aetlvstt_ the tau_tL_7 z_preseed hostilit_ uA _ of

degree. Hea=e the eomvlo_Lem on t.tm:_ part 'tha't
aaytht:_ _ ws_t to "p/a_r" Is out of the _estion_ sad su@ees-
tion th_ w talk to t_ _.
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P.S. 3--rod requested what he had mentioned before jokln_:
'_gon_er Wce_u" eomlc books.

P.S. 4--Dave cc_es out of kitchen vith a knife which he toys

vAth; later Bob gets it and picks at _e table-_t wlth it.

Dave ends u_ wAth it _ter a_d is l_g _r4th It absent-

minded_ on his knee, the handle pointed town_ F_nk_

P.S. _-m, going into kitchen, makes mock luuse at Chet,
ecm_ng cut of kitchen, as if to hit Chet in gut _th fist.

C_et is _ eup c_ hot coffee p e_d a few steps _r
he trips (on od_ of rug) in such a position that had the
tr£ppl_g been a bit _ serious he _ have spi_l the
_o_Lt_ =offee dovn Dave's b_k (_eted by ed_ of rug).

_et: "Z _m'_ sleep nov because of the cc_fee."
_8: "But It is Saaka."

C_et: "X_a_." (m_Xas)

At and _et, in the above session, are very intent on

_ovn a r_le, vhlch _ assume rill be Imadintel_
fo_. _ey are sta_ug_7 resistent to the Idea that the

rule w_ht sot _c_k, c_ that the rules they have _sted
a_e Innenslstent.

• 0 has tha_lze_ that their _ vtth us is a zee_t-
tulatl_m of the _ atmosphere, free speech (_Atho_ Xls*am_S
to the other st4e:), etc. Be ao_tce_ in _essic_ of 15 N_rcb
that c_ of Ss took ssh_m_¥ frc_ In frc_t of another, _ho
saatc_e_L it _ (a_lattc_s).

I _nt _o em_hasize the mar_ v_0_eat aspect o_ the
1T _reh _ssion as a _ to the s_ of the feelers
involve_ _ _th kmife by Dave and Bob; Dave, cm enter-
Jag room, veering sung£asses, mane as if _o shoo_ me wi_h

Dave shoots a_ln; talk about _ rad_oman, abc_t
Chef ove_ the parapet; abou_ c_ppin_ up _d_ on spa_
vc_e emd e_t_ It c_ puttin_ it in an "opaque aa_k" (_.l)

ca- eastla8 i_ out of the _ ship; FA.sak's I_ dora on

Xester4_ the _ to_ JB and me _t he had spent _n@
period _a _ _ _ C-S-B i_vesti_attons with
Ss. Frank is _t th_ he _ _ot eoope_te e_d tha@ they
are too __Ive. He ae_aowle_es that this is not & rational

to be pleaded _th_) b_t aXso fin_s them diaruptave. He and/
c_ Frank think C aria S _ s]d33, in lea4Aag the group:
Other S8 a_e _ t.o _ on, b_t to date bave become bored

vlth the deba_es that _et _ betveen Frank-Dave snA C-S.



272

11:45 a.m..-Spoke go Dave and Frank about dropplng them

from C-S experiment. In bo_h cases X put it in terms of

o_r dro_ing them. This seemd _o chasWa them. Dave

va_ emile¥ a_d grasped t_e sl_atl_ at once; our co_-
versat, ion vas _fz_e_ -"_ he 4_=edis.=te!y _-__¢ked _ on
the _arnin6 Z was having _uble s_ttn_: t_t he and
Frank ere to stay clear of the other four during our
expe.r_enl;, _ took it; hard; stared a_; his ]mees
vouldn% look at me. Z told hlm we did not anticipate
that ou_ dis_Asst_s _ be so hard on _hem_ so dis°
turbO. He said he _as not _sturbed, ye_; it vas Sust
baring f(E hlm. I said I still _mn_ 1_ interview him

once a week _ so about %he same topi@s. He said he
vouldn't _ma talk/rig to me [:]. Stand-o_T.

POlII with the other four. They a_e most coopa_tive and
a_reea_e. They _quire Vhether Dave _,a Fn_k will be

in an _he rest of C-S expert_nt. I say enothe_ paz-t,
_a_be, _e_ starts to sit _c_n tn SE _orner @halT, then

s_rs to E_ that that is _Ls ¢halr; _1, seatt_g h_self
a_ heed of table (Frank'_"o]_ place) says no, 80 ahead

Bob A1

_D

I _a to them _e have hsa to thro_ out same of our
ear]Aer dal_ fo_ obwlou_ _s; of _ sart that the
D_reetx_ aisouseed _lth them yestent_. I relntr_aune

PD, tak£_ the usu_ precau_ians. PI)IZI £s a re®r_ of
Pgl ud RIIX, bu_ for 25 runs each, sh_ teems eft_
first 25 runs. Results eze pe_e_t cooperat$@n. 13aere
had beem a va_e Ska_em_nt _ I called session to ca'des';
tha_ the_ w@_d _ust divide _ mm_y _ sWr _es; X
pata stop to such talk ana sat£ t_a_ vas ,p _o them_ n_e
of _ ce_rn. I thou_hg that meant all six _ divide
£_; but =o I (m t_e) It _eau¢ that t_ose fo_ wmld
divide earninss. Bob vr_e a sign £n block letters:
'_l_ _D_ _ ]q_" e_ put _t on the teapot.

_bey _e_ ,$3.OO, i.e., T5 eente _ple_e. I ask thei_

strate_es in PDIII: they are stn_l_ to Set maxi,_

aver tim_ they hit upon ¢oope_te-eo_pete strate_ at first
tr_ _ust b_ ohan@e - voudd have _ until they

found t_,_ ot,hen_se, _ I Wmld note that it is _het-Al
vho vote to _q_ete vith _-B_b; 1.e. _t is _
leader m_t t_bute mmey is belug paid him (_s _u_ taken

and _ s£vea Co luta). _he tape _ves :_ eomea_,a about
ela_ I_ reb_nAn_ _ _i3Aa_gou _ame, an_

hope and pr_mlse _hat ve _an 8voi_ disrupting the _u_,

end that; _e aha_ try to keep our e_ts s_or_ end
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20 lbzc,b
3"00.,,_:00 p._

-_11 de_ine_. _ey el! accept _hts pretty yell. Bob is

making noise vith the m_ey; this bothers abet, v_o is
a_te.ati_reto meo _t and Bob z,--_A_ete co,_le of Jokes

the _st _L_etl_g, as if to hlgh_i6ht thelr presemt
_tAon _hlZst remlzdi_ me t_at they can cut u_ if
theF Choose.

X n_ntlon that the tape r_:ozder is dirty, n_

FA_ak has spilled _thlmg cm It; M is qulek to se_ that

it _as beat_up _hen _e bro_t It. I said X had _ho_ht
it was per. _ere _ a_he:- iad.lca_to,as _ _e 1_',
sad es_le_ A1 and Ikl, are touchy abott_ _ and

Dave, £.e. loyal I;o them sad aan_ a_out _ attitude
tovar_ the_.

P.8. : After PDXZX, _1 vas e_er to turn _ _, whiah he
di_ vithout a_s_ltin_ the o_be_s, to see _he secoM
he£_ of "Bea_faot Contessa." He rem_rke_ to _et sa_

d_Acall_ st ane point: "_at Is Hum_rey BoSart, aot
Ava _a_er."

Before I_: (:_t reaewked float ve _ reva_
the Ss with food. (He a_d A1 seem to be the ones to tmlk
about _ most o_.ea.) . . . . .

Bob's I_ _ 81gn £s missing. X ask vha_ happeaed.
_e a_Ts £t is p_obabl_ a _house-_Aeaa_ casualty" -
doesD'_ k_o_.

Xntervle_ IX _lth Freak, Bob, Dave, sad _aet.

X s_ aro_a_ dm_ug l_nch. Fzaak is noisiest -

singing and _- doutaates ccmversati_ Sqs at

a_e pola_ It _Ald _e a _o_d Idea _o _et _Ad of _bet.

•d res4_ _ "Vender Vaaan" ce=ie. Frank and Bob _et

•is_ussl_ of _hether crlae is disease. Frank sa_s
C_et is t_e only o_e vho is sick. Chef _o_nters with

"Fzaak is t_e _ one _ao is beatify." . . .

_he heed nurse teXAs me that she a_ another sta_
member assigned _aees a_ table the first day per S-n_be_.
So _h far n_ theory ab_t seating: Exeep_ it adds vel_ht
to thec_ _hat they _ ao_ _e decist_s--e.g., F_mk

is _ s_l _kl is SR, so it is vl_h leadership. _n_.e.

Za_,_r_rlevv'Ath _ _ _ vat rap_. o . . .

Set in 11vln_ _ abou_ haXf an _our _altlng far

An atte_ is te_g FA_ and Dsve about auto re/lles.
_Is fol_ a brief aX_ma_c_ between a staff :ember anl

Civet. a_ _eaX, she tellt_ tl.m t_e_r _ not sun selves

_Athout _ tops_ the_ te_ here that the Direetc_
said it is _ right....
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3:_:30

__tion _e in .__ sessica {see tal_ for

de_!s,_. I em _r_d I) _at they all (the Other

Four) could assign r_les to t_em_elves with such

ea3e. end 2) that they are z_w so patient and willing

to cons_Dder co, leafed end potentla_ divisive probXems

c_ discipline on a s_ate_ space vuya_e.

Stopped by to plek u_ t_pe recc_de_. All hands watc_hln_
t_e _ report on TV (except Chef, ca treadmill).

PDI_ ani discussion of basic p_oblems end rules for the
su_er Penthcuse crev of t_Ive men. _ was most

borlngo-20 runs in _nich both sides stunk with "compete"

__ to my susplei_n _het Ed.-_-I _ vote "cOOp"

at least peat of t_e tlme_ es per eerlAer theory of

tribute to leader° I sa£d _s that X was surprised

at the _sul_s; this seemed _o st_ _hem, espeela_

_b. _bo _.e _pe, that they give dlf_erent reasons for

_he same s_a_e_, e.g. Chef's reason is precedent.

Discussion of 12-_sn ere_ and seea_h for realistic

dlscussic_ problems: PrAvacy strips A1 a_ others as a

very basic need. I am IrrASated at their reluctance to

talk end at t_e e_un_ of prlmAng X have to do to keep
the _iscusslem _Ing_ Ss _ettin_ up to make coffee; Bob
_alkea around room fee a mlau_e; _ and A1 pla_ wlth

ca_s_l_E. Ms,he it is deslrable to call _ them in

turn, or to pressure them with silence. _IXI try

in reverse order. See tape f_ record of shove dlscussic_.

_e_c_e -meting, A1 and _ _are playl_ cards a_l
Joking _rlth e staff member abc_t sex. A1 continues to
mentic_ focd--lnn_n_ for a tuna fish sandwich. C_et
seems to be s.t .loose ends. Bob is _usy as usual. Rra_

Dave a_e f_le_. _ is s_ill vary farouche.

Bob C_et

_ at one point that he alwa_s loses
to A1 in car_s.

(al cad _) are eseer to _et sessiea over

_:30 so as _x,_.h a T_ movie; when I ss_ we shaX1 try

to keep sessions to _5 minu_.es _hey look suspicious but

profess pleasm_e--i.e., they seem _.slcelly a bit disap-

pointed. X _Luk they _m_t b_ sam live en_e_L_ment.
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,_g_ar sesslc_. A rather s._ccessfUl dlseusalon of

"_ha_ basic _s, if e_ should a space crew have om

the subject of persc_ prlvacy?" Xt is still dlffieul@

to ge_ the O_._er Four to ta_ Bb. tha_ _d vas cleer_V

designated as leader (Cspta_ this _Ime--It vas _

tiBe-_0ver his own protests_ X _ _eaa_nlng to usa si_

• o iDduoe or pressure partlelp_tlc_ See p_s.

D6

BOb Chef

X_e°

Partlcipatlon InQreased shar_ rhea the 9tenorette tape

ran cu_ and X had to try to take notes by ha_d.

A_r_=ds, a _eneral _ _sslon develsped. AI

_as very _ interested in _hat l had he_ to eat today.

_d de_ _bat it is _etti_ so bad t_at he _ts

either a psy_hla_A-Ast c_ tranquilizers or both ....

_B c_s in to sak _I to ec_te a psy_gleal

test. _ se_a be ea_%; can't pre_ to be In the situa-

ti_ _B _vs _ he can _ se_eth_ of the sort.

. . . _ beeom, very upset, . . . .

. O • •

C_et sad X dls_uss r_ cities.... Definite

ne_tlve _hen I suggest ra_ p_es _nere he _i_ht _et

a Job: "I don't, ,.'ant a Job!"

_nlstered Xn_ev I._[o .a.ll Ss eooperatlve

.lavltatlon t,o _ _.snk is _ _.tst_m_ . . . . AI is

a bl_ upset and hasn't been able to paln_ la_,

lPAW_ _tions _hat the =onfl_am_l; makes him

aa enar_ist; he eaded the last e_erts_t, he said,
_aat_n_ to bomb the po_e _ deSt.z._ the vho_e Sovem-
ment to see _'na_l_ _ happen. X said that could ao¢ be
d_e _out _ a lot _ people. He _d he

_o_ldn't _t to MAll an_c_e and aeve_ hed, to the best

of hls _en_.
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A_ a_i _kl seem ch_ _ of visitors. C_et a

blt depressed (f(w laok of vlsitor_T). . . .

Fawnk am_ Dave _ _ roof sad making lots of

noise, I suzmlse _hat Is to at_act attention because tlmy
have _o visitors. I_ank Is esp_la_ noisy, acting

He sad Dave burst Into llving roo_ several times

a Etrl _m parapet taxi ere _mrne_ by the at_t, to e_fect
t_at t_he¥ _re _ot supposed to be _ t_e parepet. _j make
aommo_ ebo_t this: they do it all the time_ the Dlz_tc_
knoes _ _o lt, no po_t in _e rule.

_e _ _b _nds to take over the place with h_

vistt_s_ _ _md E_ temd to en_ in rooms _lth door
an_ _mt_es t_ w_k vith them ea_md the outside.

F_a_ session. _ the F_htar-_ _ame. l
_nnmmaed that A1 and Bob would be the fighter _c_mnd and
• t and Chet _ be boml_ comm_. A1 immediately asked

vho is in _a-_e of eee.h teem.

I_: _ _s up to_."

Lste:: _he_, seem4 _o mx_xnmte on sz_La8 at stws_e_,, for
vbl_.h _ were _ven tam :t_-_s (and _ tSm _ _e
__._m_ :ores: or z_s: _rlth secret t_0_f schedULes);

_ OU%his resu_s and, though _I wrote dram hls
teem _t_a_ _md _ the f_st _ple moves, he soon
let ((W d£z_:l;_l_ I 4cln_t know) _et do it.

I coun'_ l't most st_cant that they assum_ that it

was a _mm a_tnst me and i_e_ the explicit instruntions
that t_te l_e o_e_ of the _ _s to _et, o_ prewt

_tt_ the _ _ of tx_a_s _sta_y_. _a_a_
there is a _tron_ te_ to cooperete: In this ease tt_
bo_e: _ (C_et mS m ) _ in _tt_ _ot _a over
aria ove_. It _sy b_, as in PD, that the taci_ leader,

I _heoa_ze Is _, refuses to co_ete. (See tape)

_, ]Sob f_r_ l_ts _ earnin_ _d
back, notlm_ it,, .al mint ti_ous_ t_L_ of cmmt_ all the
nmme_ in tim teapot Co make sure the _1.¢X) _ t_

not "uo e  .oo" of mine I ,t:t it).
{]_ese_es m or doesn't deserve vha't 'u_ mmrd_)
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Tae_e is 8t_ill i_at_entian, e ogo by. Ed an8 Eob, "4nan
Z try to _et a _!iscu_s1_ geln_o X vould llke to be eble
to _rk _ variatIcms In_o the sessions; there is so

,_ reslstan_e to abstract p=oblems _at I insnedlatel7

am glven to feel hew inch I am im_osin8 o_ them and how

rldi_tlous, t_ their standpoint, _he _hole show is.

Ho., in ccnneeticcl vl_ staff re_ of F=amk _ A1

ta_ la falsetto volce, a_ begi_ of session t_,
A1 e_d _het sddressea atom_ vlth sareastle aaa rather

too preelous "de.fizz" aml "dear."

o • @ @ @

Chan_ed _ a general mee_iu_ wAth t_e Director,

staff, and Ss. A _,_asn had cc_ that she vas sp_

wi_h wa_ from above, l.e., f_ l_T_house. (ktffaws . . .

C_et pretand8 to be taken aback, as_ atteadant if she vas

Sl_. She X_ter tells him _ sec_m_ asking that she
say him a_i it _as not fumn_. He tries to act amused but

m vAv

All _s tend to think this incident is humorous en_

•o aeeepG as re_ the ia_uaetlc_ that '_e can't have

water, u_, o_ vha_ver coming dovn an people."

Dizee_ restates rule about _earlng uu_ergea_,

e._., _ban sun_ _hat too is accepted, to all
s_s. A e_Itlclsm Is passed c_a from a s_ff =embe_,

vhlch the Director phrases as a "request"--tha_ Ss not

_ear un_ around the pla_e after, say, 9:00 i_ the

murni_. Bob, _o vhom this is dt_, takes a

sneering a_tltude but seems prepared to _PIY. Yr_ re-
=a_ks tbst _e _ like to have other u_rvesx or go arcun_

sans pe_l_ if i_ _ets hot outside. The _ i_dieates
s_hing __!_ _e doze sbo_ t_t.

@_ee@

_out, Chet is restless end mlsehievous. Bob is

amused a_ _ts a se_- "_, e_ DO_" _ttltt_le. FA_

al_s _sastened, co=plAent, respectful, but ea_er to _et
a _ i_ eventualET. Dave is absolutely silent aad looks

puzzled if not eppre_ensive. At Iotas _ture sad sm_e=,

_ siaent_. _a syabolteaIAy flees the scene by

sta_ _ T7 set (the som_ _s o_), ehan_a_ c_annels
vhLle t_e _ is tal_, _ on sound whilst the

nurse is talkin_ but the _ left _, and comp_
a_ e_l _ m_eti_ that It cause_ him to miss part of "Fu_tlve

Kind" vlth _srlnn Braado, wh_ he al_,_s liked. Frank al_s

he al_s liked Marl=_ Ik_ too. Bob volunteers that
Joe_e Woodward "slu_s" a_ t_ movie (i.e., i_ e_p1-_4-Z

her role to s_one), Dave alau_ tn re_ to
•bat he l_s seen It sad m_s (Z'm not eerta_ of this) meekl_
that 1_ wasn't that _ocd _ movie. FAwnk says he saw the
pla_ a_1 It vas G[.
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PoS.-- l_si_Icmiu_ at

30 Maim

_lNar_
3:00_:_1 pom.

Dave

m on e1 v)

Chet

Dm, e

@ O @ • @

rela_temce _.o vote; _ aS_Lressed Chef: "You a_r_, don'_......_t
you.)

AX's behavtc_ ..,as _ ,-m_ous and ensrchie, e.g.,
putt£_ _ in _ts hai_, _ the flowers, h_
one in b_s _eet_, etc. _l _ued in sad put a red b_d in
his nose. ]I was _emm_ moze frle_ _xl e_tlve.

_ _ ce_.ious ead Bob the most clvi_. At one
_et poked Bob in the ribs -_tb scmeth_ I th_Lnk a

IPem_I%. • • • _s to_h_ng is umusus_ in mM observatiam.
A_so, A_ su_es%ed thal;Q,el;shoul_ take "c_e role of m_m
m_A. Af%er the sess_en, At ,_spomded %o _i lu a falsetto
voi_e mM walked do_n _ wi%h hem_ _ _'s shoulder--
also _usual in li_t of his violent reaeti_m whereBob
_,=hed b:: _ _r, ,_ (see above).

• • • • @
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!
_e - AZ;-
;]k_i

C_e_

I1t-

_ XMve_ _ Ohet lateres_ in d_lq (_e
prosz'm_) and. discuss it with staf_ _ and m. F_aak's

tee.lmlque f_r _ _ _s Is to make two o_ three
ne_tlve _s_e_ts a_ the present pro_r_n and (pres_ns_

•mAtlz_ for eenfi_mtlc_ or c_ptmlt_cn) then J_m_s up and

eban@_s it vltho_ ask_ othezs:

Frank

Dsve

session. FAs_d _M_to and dis_ussed ecnci_-
tl_n l_Oblams c_ a) a _ _ber _ao is absent-=laded sad
_ses _ eta'fee _ e_a b) _ev _e=ber _o leaves F£eemx

aro_. (see _,oeo._) _,_ d4.s_s1_s _:om _r¥ zsw--
e.g. _ _ s_ he vc_Id _e a f<_st sad AI that he _o_ be

a froK in _he fc_es_.

_o_ _,=_ ___. _o. t_v_ _,a_ _e_
vo_n_ _ _ _. _ (_) _ coZ.__ (_),
and that, a_, the s_n_te_ _ms tha_ Ed's team lost
slste_ eat _efusea to c_,_ete. X no_e fax_her tbaZ _e_

refused _o s_ m_ aethcd of s_crla_ (_rAtla_ dora strste_

on PaPer _ em_h nnye), A1 _ X hmre st)_ susplelo_s-

hess _ pro_e_ _ o_n desires to _ c_to others. Ed
mS_aSt_d _ that they Just _A1 o_t the_L_ =_ves to

h_)..-_ aEZ_d. _dLs of eotwse d__t'eated _e ecxa.
pet_tt_e sp_t of the Ssae {see _esults) end _ave _he othe_



28O

tram a :heace tosee what mc_es t_e flrst was mekle_ In
advance. _t t_rned _t Imto a "peace g_me" (see te_e)
eml AI said vls_ that St _uld be Interesting to see
how it _ _o if they pla_ed agalnst on? another in-
steed of a_3_Lus_ me. _J_t t_me, fellas!)

_Me Ix_-_me dt_sslcm det4_crated rapid_V,
m_tm_V to Al's ve_ 01ever :tdte_le (_eadA_ to _e a
toad, and _ _m_om_V v_le X vas _ to _e
serious). _s, sa_ttcmed by _I, Bob en_ Chet (_a that
order) broke me _ sad Z _s put in most uncomforteble
p_sltl_a of teln_ a _ to insanity e_d ca/_Ing them
tack to crde:. _ iz_Itstlcn was doubt£ess vlslble.

subv_'stve tech_que _ u_ at the e_l
of the sesstcn: m, egparent_ 8ett_ a _ bead,
saAd that the _ l had Just pose4 _ make
_aterestln_ top_: re: next t_me (__, hav_ asserted
this manme_ of _D _ee_ershlpe he _ot _, _ent to co_:h,_ead
tom.riced to read a ma_ziae). Bob also pt up and said
in _oklns tones that he _ '_an_ around" _ntll I ha_
l_t the meetla_ to a close. X had some aIfrlculty
vlth _ us_ eadlns, "_ yc_, _entlemen, next tlme we
shall..." b_t t_led to fa_e it and pretend nothla_ had
ha_. X earnss_, he_sm:, vlt_ _he feelins t_at X
have beea told and ec_tlane to operate _ere_s
at su/Tea_aee.

T:_O p._
Vatehlag _:

Dave

,u, m, =_ (_.o_)

pushed over peam_e_, bu_ not _. I shoul_ tell Director,
or _stbe_ ask the Directed, _ there are set vlsitc_'s
hc_rs; Do resscm _ they ¢aa't have visitors after 3:_0
evee_ de_.
Chet _tves e_itlem at _mmastlo ate. FA_ak too.

i'"
lie sa_s not real_ but it looks that ve_;

no, 1_ ls the othe=s. Next _Lme semeone is _ to kill
the DI_ c_ scmecae in power llke me instead c_ the
Director.
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3 A_pLI _._

5Ap_A
3:30-_:_5p.m

Frank says the lioas and ti_ars on TV a_e all very old

and that is _ _hey don_t _ the tzaine_ to pieces° He

would lime to see cad of _he tA__rs t_s_ the trainer _o

pieces. A mu_ _efcze, when the tiber flrs_ cams ca, he

sald, _t is me."

Doste

P.S. In the above _hanta_ of Frank (assist or assent i_

E_ve), it gas stated by I_ _ha_ the psychologist

eAso _et k_ "if be tried _o do e_lag."

Xnter_i_ subjects i_llvldua_. See Iate_viev IV.

Have a_ to take grlevauces to the _-_hls has the

m_ of uai_, movement.

P.S. Oae of %he staff r_s the Steve lac_ of Penthouse X:

S_ _as uf_ "abse_t-mi_," e.goj s%s_i_ _o eat _'s

£oodp a_ alvays main_uzea that be Jus_ didn't notice. One
m_ Frank was _ola_ to u_e urine bo_tAe and noticed

_as alree_ a '_oldlng" in i_. S_v_ vas susp_ because his

was the cz_7 bottle stLll on %he shelf in close_, e_p_. Freak,

it see_s, also sus_ Steve, a_d ksp_ co-Ins ba_k to st_f
asking, "Has ke s_ttea it yet?" Steve didaot sdmi_ it; aad
X am u_ vhe_.r he was c_ _ _e se_.

Be_lar sesst_. DAs_ssien _ skit; _1 a_ _e suspects
this ls to _et the_ to "release tensions." _hey _ do ce_y
_at _s _wosed or ors_Aze_ f_ _ (see protocols)

very coopara_Ive. A1 _cke.s , . . . Chet is almost

iagly eeee_ to _ roles in _cilAa_i_ Board, e=l _alks

about the _pot_etieals as i_ _ vere big_e_ than life.
Bob absents _ by 1) _ p_u_-_at _n_o a pa_
h_s, 2) mekln_ sa_e _ato a snout, 3) usin_ sane to cover
face eAt_e_e_.

]_ im_ession is _ha_ i_e -_ -'"
that sess£_ _t out a good aeel of _e, sad a certaln

amount of suggestive end c_T_ol_ l_havi_.

Fo., I no_, e._., in TV ahoi_e _ chaa_e da _umelj a

_-u_ _ p_t_: _ _ _ _...

(_ a_ _ _h_ p_ an TV re Tahi_io A1

ph_nln_ in offlee. Dave aad Prank wulk_ on roof la dark.
Bob's visi_m_s azTive; he _s evlden_!_ in _ C_e_ ta_
to a starT member _ me in kitchen _en E_ leaves front

r_a, leavin_ _V an 1o_d.

X advise staff to take _peclal ao_e _ o_ of _umln6

to _eble, order of leaving, etc.
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7 Aln'll
3:00-5:00 p.m.

9_
3:30-5:00p.m.

_ulsa. session
PA.ese_ U.S.v. Holmes in a semi-dramatle _n_7o

lhay _ wen_or it.l Rex% tim_ we discuss _he

decisi_

_t the IEiasIIde bu_ _Izd result. Bob _ me 1_ha_ both
th£sgs_ ver_ Interestiu_: "Xca':e_revlas,"

A_s, Dave sad F_ank aame into livlng

ro.--_he other &s_r, for the _ time, _

some pebb_s at me in pls_, Ca roof (the first tim _ aml
I _J. It is abit lake

A1 is ms_ blsex_ collages out of old _.

Bi c_ phone. At painting. Bob res_ o_ bed. Frank and

Chst not visible; posslbl7 in Chet's ro0m_ Dave aad a

Note: Seatla_ in PD_:

DS

. C_ _o_

I I

See protoeoL Rather bering discussion of U. S. v. Holmes
aa_ _ a CW_Lttat_sn problem in _i_h C_ptalu-ph_Iciaa

w_,s to Ins_t .-v-._,-_,-=J'__aenks aaa e,Xosets. Ea far a
time was "absent" rea_ _ew e_ of Realist. Bob _as
"absent" a_t all t_e time dr_ ac--g_f_ a _a_azlne

he edits (picture _ scm nsrcotlc flow_). C_et _as re-

lueGsert to talk. _ e_d AI talked a good _ but _Ithout

mu_h In--st.

F_aak is eel_" that X should _et him some books on the

double.

seatius:

_e
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3:30

P.So B_o_e session, _£ is ea_er to talk to me about
U.S.v. Holmes: Is it clear _hat a _ has _pecial

_onslbili_ for passen_rs' ssfet_Y Is it cles_ that

I1olmes left the boat in _, vltho_t thinking _ the

passengers first? I;b.--Ba voted ab_In on _ e_eaL

Lm_ _ vlth _e of ihe stei_. Apropos W tbe_

d__rlvedfrom _nne _-as, it seam that ___
is a staadsrd _ of asserting dominion over space, l_¢ed
that Fl_nk stud Dave have both been ccm_aimt_ a lot about
the food. l_e re_m_ to d_nk his fca_da as it

luq_y. _ ditto. Dave _ his 3ate_ in the d_o
Cbet spillad his an_ thea_ missed a _al. In _m_a_l,
they _ be_n_ to test the _b_olo_ionl cm_sintso

tedieves the staff _ rode the £orsula l_y

be_au_ he bed =o_lsined.

_he _ _i_a _ susplelee_ that it is FA_ank _bo

is first s_ table, talks most a_d loudest, eats most

lelsure_7. 2oh at othe_ extrwm.

P.S. _M's llb_ar_ requests, . .., have been f_ booms

on sin, _,zi_V, and mrty_0._ X _ a llttle

this; he _ not think it i_.

Cbet seems a bit morose, F_mak em_ Dave ea'e v_te, hing
a Boston basketball teem on 'IV.. • . Bob is on pa_to

s_. • • • Others not to "oe seen.

_1_r session
_Ina v. !X_11ey _ Stephas is latroduned.' See
• _t di_ not per_leilmte n_h aad

dls_usslon he rolled pla_e mat up and put it on
heed as if to imitate horns. He _s ver_ upset vlth the

_w_p's deeislen... • _I _b_d_ated the dlseusslon an_

_as both lave_ve sad Io_I_%1_ f_. AI tried to

_ut up a bit by pu_in_ f-Ao_er peteAs i_ hls _ _-"_" _-

received very lltt_e mq_m_t fr_n _I or others. Chef
.n _ _ev (see _:o_x_ol) _ th_-_

no e_in_; _ it _ _ be that his and _'s positions

"parsuaded" the o_s, i.e., _ _ _ _ even.

W_ X m_s_ed _ _seuss @_ out _ and Bob at

said the_ _muXd _ Dave a_ _ to _ola the als-
eussi_m. _ sat _ _a on peri_er_ (_ _el,_ in

l_,_k's us_,1 plase). _ sa_ on the eou_h, l_aaM

_aa insistent that be hs_ no in'efez_nces a_ that all he
_nted to _o _s _o to _ _ Bl, _ho had made
vhat he term_i _Is _sal"--that they _ out onoe

three _eeks but defa_it _.b. time the_ _o_1_n't _--

_as quick to initiate su_estl_n that tl_ all ought to

to _ilden _hen Dave said it _as his _le_ste_ fXw_
the DIi_tor tl_t the_ eo_Id 8o o_t once and m_te

if it vent ve_Ll. Fi_nk said those s_ientlsts e_e a_



11:30-12:00

5:30-_:30 p.m.

va_ue. He said he _u_ zey no _ because his _inicn
Just make i_ ha_ to reach a _eeislon. Frank

X_ at thle _int, sa__r_ we kaev his _InAcm s_ he

v_uted to go to TLMen the ff_rsttime. Chef yes pressured
seemed _ a_ree _hc_t doing so. lie _=-n said tha_

parks s_e c_ _ he _°t lime bei_ herde_ a_
in OUeo _ _ he vas not belng herded an_em. _b
cTX_ serif wou_ nlcN3 _ _ s__At it Is

i_ssi_. _ said: _? _e7 said ai_ea less.
it mi_t be possible to _ s_ _be last few

da_s of the exl_ment but by then they'd be _ forvard
to _ett_g _at of Me_e e_d _olng _he_evm_ the_ vent, at

cut c_m_e • • . at lea_t for a_h£1e." _t_ea _he

•bo--_ ec_s st be_--_,,_ cf sesslcm a_ce_ er_ce_te_o
Tows he will z_ver do i_ a_. _ tries to _ it c_,
bu_ A1 is _t_ter aaa _et.

At't_' _ v. aa4 AI zemsrks
_t _f __-to _ea _, c_t m_t try to eat
him; them x.,msrks flAr_t3¥ to 'Yaet, "You do ,mat to kill
me." _ _ess_ mmszks _m _ a_ I think
abo_t violeace to cm _ orto staff. I fm-_

Xs_ e_a_clses s_e, i.e., ea_ dola_ them
in his c_ _c_ time. C_, when he se#-s it is tim fc_
the_, is met vlt_ catcaA1s. Be and P_aak do exercises
_x_ti__s _ elc_. Yzeak and _het e_e f_rst
at tab_. Dave last. Chet _d _ _d AI sit so_e_
beck _ _le. _ sits far ba=k from _le. Bob
sits _i,_ legs extea_ _ table.

A s_e_ _ _-£es to t:_ose ae_ rule _ =instng
cut beakers; l_mak, a_X _ a iesse_ ex_ea_ _,
others _ to ec_ u_ss it is an cz_e_.
resls_mse ea_ then sa_ _b_'11 do it _ long hassle.

asserts _ az_ a11 _ mm=_. X sa_,
"I_U_" He s_s, "Yes." • . .

Bob is first u_ _ _able, _ Dave, AI, _, C_e_,

Obse_ _ht_mr. 1_ a_ _ve _ into c_flce
a_ shmm_ me, _i_ great _laa, some _s I a_cu_
_Ith t_e c_ four. _aak was a_ that _erm eou_
be no Ios_s (i.e., ae_Ive _e_c_s) in _he_ _mms "or
t_e7 vcm't _m_k." Dave vas fc_ _la_ some
ne_stive _s. _e _mms had la _ _ eaah
sub_ec_ _ have to guess _aat _oice _e other sub,_ua'_



vould make aria if they cam to sane decision _hey
_t higher ps_.c_f. I pc___ed _t _hy _2s _%

york (ioe. _ does _e trsde pr__s_ or _aet?) a_
Dave se_ 1_ at o_e. FA_nX kept insistAn8 that it
work. lib.--that it _as Fraak's e_oiae, _ Park_'---

_iCh, pe_ _d, the _ ehose yesterd_; . . .

FA_E sad Deve late fez _m_ro F_ stLU st
and sts_ed an to vatch nmm with us. _b (acconttag _o
staff) had bolted _ls "fo_" a_d left eszly. AY and
C_el; left shoran. RrsnE si_;s s_!e-_ at head of

tab_. De_e sits at Bob's, _ A1's _ to see _r
bet_,

3:3_5:00 p.m

BD@@O

FA'onk is fuar£ous about p_ubolo_Loal tests end sa_,s
it £s n(me of JB's . . . busiaees _ in the _'oup he
lakes best aaa (es_ll,y') _;o _ lakes least. _e
se_s, tn Dave's presence, that if It _e a questlo=
Of vho he liked bes_ it voul_ be Da_e, but he v(_*t

write _hst down. wts aa_e_ s_ems in large part from
seetn_ a steff member collect scz_ test . . . I pr_es_
_hat; it _oulda'_ mean mur.h to the staff m_er t_ an_r
case_ a_ee *o eoave_ ooe_l_L_ to

• e_ls_ sustm

into the _ _, Yrank oa_s in at the end cg
1_e sessl_ eros malinehe3eful fsse_ as if he vs_%e(1 lx)

]3; _set sub_e_ts a bit beoause I s._ested
the Wo sides _ be SeMe_attonlsts a.d Xn_a_sts.
Io On__ fc_ either. X suggested _ vs.

_ana_e_. _M and Bob sa_ - ,a_r not teaa A sad tes_ B_
_e_ _ asd_ _. Chet and A1 bad to be assi_sa
to teem; aetther vould volunteer. PWX _s rsthe_ up-
setting to sub,s _ I emxxuz_t that the mtrix
raa_ _ rel_ (see pro_ol), _a r_v so, t_at
their hal been trle_xl. At _ent back to kls paint_ . . .

_het _ to _t_eanXoz_ar. _islaz_dat

upon tt aa_ {u_ raglan), 2) U_t .o one eo.ad poss_t_
t_ave fibred £t out. _ _1 mzt Chef avoided me.
Al's behavt(= be,_ne sillie_ _ eve_ . . . sc,neti_s really

bizarA.e; e_1 _I la_s das_ite himself but sppesrs ea-
ten.ea_ed_= At. [theus.a_ seatla_]

i_ asks me _._X _me up to Peat_ouse vim= Ii could be
_ _ beer. xt _.s vastt_ ,q_ freed_ Ira,,
def1.ut_i_n of freedoed] He also r_ma'ks that he eaa'V.

__d _ tb_ m _11 _a_ _ tx_A_ TV _
.a_; I se_ It _uzz£_ m too.
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3:00_'S0 p.m

D_ve talks to _e earnestly about _he ri_t of the

police t_ de_aAn you on t_e strut or to enter yca_ house
vithout a wazrent. _en Freak _oins us a_l discussion is
about the velfare s_ate....

P.S. A1 tnf_ms me it is f_n to vat_h personal relations

in this _t, espe_3Ay the va_ _ peolde (p=e-
s_ab_V Bob, oecondarlly, X susl_ot, l) try to be
bud_ just beesuse _ou are in here to_ther. _w_ go to
no eads to be your life-long f_iend.
_S: _J_at sounds troub/ing."
D: '_h no, Just a_siag.... If I ran into them after

this, I night like them vet7 ninth; m_ I might not.. • .

o • @

substitute sulq_Les in our stt_ua_t_ _nst be an i_-tant
evidenoe c_ status (also_ of _:_se, of dependency). X
note that Z have been s surlier as follovs: cigarettes
for A1 abo:_ every othe_ reek; talke to At about ,_-,half
hour l_r _eek; magazines for El about t_Ace a week, . . •;
talk vAth Ea abo_t one-half hour a v_k (inc=easin_

sbezp_ of lste); various stati_m_-y s_tes cad books
for _ sbo_t tvlee a reek, talk with Chef shoat t,vo
hours • reek; errand, e.g. :sgazlne, _ Dave about once
In two o_ tluree _eeks_ _ vl_h Dave abo_t ftftee_
:_nutes a reek (Laczeastn_); erzm_ far Bob ebou_ onoe
a veek: _ v_th him sbo_ £_ty :lz_tes a _ek; book
c_ other _ far Frank sbo_ ode a week; talM vtth
F:aak abo_ _ hm: a reek (inc_as_aS).

_ens lnfomsl tal_, in _Lltl_ to regale: sessions
ud lnteT_evs.

with him (oz'vi_e versa, slae.ehe Is, £_Iven the seating,
the .fla.e1:cue ee33_ an).

3:00_:00 p.m.

O@@O0

_egalaz- ,eulee. See pr_ol.

Very relaetant to e_sJ4er other side _r _ Solomon
_ase. AI_ it as_ not c_e _ ia the paxr_oeol,
there vas a very intense anm_t betueen Bob and _1 ore=
the s_pu_i_ case: see Bob's st_e_mt that it

be reusable fat- t_e poliee to tske content of.
Boehln's s_mneh an_ e_'s tmae4_te, 'Vast:"
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Itl spent eer_Ir session putting ha_ an egg slmlA
(i_m _ster decoration) in _is eye as if it -_ere a

_anoe/e. At made a sms/l dt_sam, out, of _1_ sad put
it In the egg shell. C_et end _ob _ often dAetrac_ed.

_et has begone ra_her _ and he_enAc a_ times.

A staff amber telAs _ that Frank on Sunday night
_'t 80 _ tresdain; went to bed _er7 ear_v; then
saAd _ aornlnB that he _'t 8o on because no c_e
bothered to rake hi: _. ('_ts all occurred in p.a.

because treed:JAl broke 4ovn earlier in _a_. )

A s_ aentea, relxn'ts that lh_mk, Dave, sad _het

vere _ over outer edge of panspet . . .ead said
they had s risht to because the Director had said the_
Coaldn't "va3_" on it. (;] _he etaf_ member told them

to _et off; Frank _ ug and down from paz_pe_ to

roof, lslta_ her.

g00@I

lc_ talk _Ath Dave about _ _ a lookout far
su_er. He is _ vhat to do; • • . Wears to cane
back on _ Penthouse __, then go to
_pe to 6ta_.

Talk also _A_h AI aria _I, who e_ter 1Arias roam
about _:_5. Ot_ees do not, exeep_ for Bob psssln_,

shov selves st ell. AI, _, end X Joke abo_t Sun_

School s_s; o . . .

AI is ee_ vAth the sfter-li_e, rants to

kaow i_ X believe l: Oed, etn. &1 is _enera_ f=le_

but does not b_ such s_b_ect_.

_e: _e _-e_21 Xaaid_t,. Bob role me that

the _ tm_ do_: be_su_e At :or annoy_ sad
sts_ed co t_. Dsve to.14 me that the tresd:t/1 broke
down s_<_tane_, _ m _u on it, the beat _'olAtnS
over. Dsve is slee_, It vt.11 take several ds_'s to
ze_sAr ma, _e Ime_ts, _t _ keep break_ aoun

fc_ the rest o_ the e_t.

Dave: Ik_eal faA1uee, e_t of God_ etc.
DS: Io huron ea_ses at ed/1

Dave: (sus_leA_) _o, _ eoarse ao_.

_ts is pert of a _eaersl l_ttern o_ defe_tinS
thoae rules Vhteh, as _ se_s, _e per'ce£ved as not

bein_ far thelr oen _ e_L not neeessaz7 to _he
s_ie_e va_ Of the ez_er1_ent.
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Atm'I.1
3"I._-_" 30 p.m.

_:_ _.m.

3:30_:_5 p.m.

P_m_ar sesai_, in whlcM TC tal_s to subjects about

our ove_ sims, slm_tlom, -._ so _, em_ pomes a

problem of elaAmtz_ a planet f_ U.N. al_ou_ _al_es_
somAli,real earn of expe_LLt.ton vas so.lLe.l¥ s_lemtlf1_.

See_ protocol.

I am gaeesaat_ s_rise4 that sab_eets _ e_

vlt_ _£s with _,4_ fricti_m. _ are Imi_msse4

•rAth TC's sta_Wment s_ _ s_so hm_ry f_ oatst_e
_t_cts.

l_sak and _ are busy s_ this time _skXag _.
_s X sm _ wt_h _ and D_ve comus in.

m ee_ez to _ their xesp_es on _, as i£
to l'6@SS_Lt'e ODe aDot]hea'. , • ,

X sm st_11 s_yAaS l_aak vi_ Xi_azy booms--

_s_A_i_--_hieM he sXle_s are beyond the staff's

_o_m_a to loesS.

@9@@@

Shov_ o_ movies, at ema _ _: AI had al_ea_

left tsbXe. _et aaa _o_ se&tea ms u_msl (Bob _marlag
_leaa _t_te shirt). _aak siae-ssdale at heed of

takle. _mve is sea_e_ at A1's _lame. AIA are va_

Hua_3_lakle_ s_o_. _a_ sa_lei_s_io_ o_ movies.

AI refused to leok at mingles: "X eoml_a't cam

XeseI" _Is, X sm-mlse, was _se he ha_-'t been

_eeli_ _ and beeause _a had t-,eo _irls visi_lag him.

As _ _e o_hOl"S, it v_s beAM. _.o see f,_he:_- z_ta:ti(J:s
as t3_e _e:e so msn_ _ us oAtst4ers l_esent....

Xa_ervlmws. _aak is keen on _,_:tA:_ that X aa

to be b_ by MAre aaa _ Im s _:e, v_leh

also e_m_m_ Des. It_m:. _ am_ _ose_.
I ask him t/" X _ be ez_mse4 _ that; _e. _o 41ee.

aesu_sr sessio:
s:lA_t_ _saeae _:ntaS as ve _ __e

am4 _e Led_ sad the TA_r. Bob sad C_et ere
4eltsh_e_ that _he T0unS (:om_ms: _s es_en tviee bY
the _t_m'. _ s_Jt _O a pa_u, e_tra_ to _be
ob_t _ the @me, and _3_ voted so as to _et the
Xoun_ 0_me= 4evouz_ _oe, 3us_ to sh_ vha_
_o_ 4o--1__rst aa_ last moves. Xm the _ gun,

_t, se_ he 414a't see _ reseo_ to 8o _ llvlms.

X th_ he _ould avoid that s_mt_ bemauae his heir
_I _tnthe 6_e_Bob.



_9

3:00-4:00 p.m.

26 April
3:00-5:00 pore.

9:30-i0:00 p.m.

F_ank a_ D_ve vatchiag TV {a c_-paro_ p_o_ra_ call_.
POW)o Bob has visitors° All others out of si_t° Chef
on t_.

_g_ls_ sessi_
I_fGre sessi_, _anE, _ a_ _et do nu_rous h_-

s_s 8_ yoga _ri_ks, apparently for mv benefit - X am

to write s_a_t_ing on _ room table. I aake
remark that others will have to _t seres amount of e_rcise:
this is i_ared. Chets puffin_ _xt flushed, ss_s this ts
not exercise. Frank ammunces he is trying to az_
trip toTA_Pa_k f= __ . . . . It is quite

unclear whether _ will go; but th_ does not seem to
bother FA_ a_ least he hasn't determi_ who is a_

_ho isn't _olng. He _r_dlcts I mA_h_ _et _ on this
OUtlz_. He else says, plsyin_ with _;_et's li_h_ meter,

that ecmethin_ IAke t_Is might blow up the vcrl_; o_ that

something inside him might _ up the voted. I say t_at

this is all pr_t_ ual_e_7.., o .

Du_ sesslm_: Bob lies down u_ar ta_le. _ X
advise him to sit up _ecause w can't hear him, he rests

_hln on _ _ _able _a talks that _. _e won't
in_ _ _ and is _enerslly rude and uncooperative -
the _st time I have seem h_n that _ey. _et also
mutters t_ e_d won't repe_t thee_ The session is

ebaotle (see l=Otocol). At _ also a trifle nasty and

goes th_ a number of his falsetto voioes far me. _b

at o_e p_Int, _aen as_ to vote, s_ated, "I'm _ust

_asi_IX_ not In_ares_,"--thus e_hoin_ the old _-
Dave _ttla-c_. _d _s tether s_y and impatient. All
hands keep _ettln_ up from table to make _,offoe, _et
m_%l_ e_:, _ hea_ is Opp1_Sslve 1;eddy.

A1 _l=g T_ alone. He te31s me he has _us%

realized th_ _e hun't _ _, e.S-, pa_ntla_,
f_ sev_ _meks. Be vows tO lift himself out _f hie

lethargy •

Px_k a_d Dave _cin us. Fra_k asks AI about his plans;
• . . _s q_Ate _rtend_.

An a_g_at develops - X regret to sa_ s_rCed by me -
in the f_ _q_Y. _ is o_ his blo_-ing-_hings-
sm_-peo_-u_ kick and sa_s that I will have to be assas-

slnated. He sad A1 a_d _ve cad (._) Chet s_ceculateabo_t
_hat it _ be like _aen there is _ oee _sc_ left
alive - Del e_aslzes that he can _vlve a_ kind _f c_r

he _s_ts a_d eat _e_ae_ fO0_; _ _re what yo_
do _ taste w_re _ an 80-y_r-c_d _mea lef_ with _c_



3:00.,5"30 p._,

is oon_n.'_ed about vhether Frank _ 8_ and talk

to her, siBce she might not be fc_n_ a_ain if you
vent c_f and _ her; Frank _s he _ _ t;o
her i:_t; _bat he '.,_)_d.dnOt xntnd bel_m,d__ alone;
doubts this 3.ast start of Frakts; Deve su_ests
_h&t B_Agit_ Bardot _ "be _hQ _ one le_t _rAth

D • g •

A fe_ _utee later, a:ver_tl: has hu_ed to
vh&t to do to prevent _rld _ bl_ing _. Freak
bes_ns to c:oss-exMiae me" Wou_ you lead a aove_st
to lmpea_ L_ l_ he tried to u_ the B_b7 If that

di_not _, _ yo_ _d a m_eme_t to assassinate
h_a? _is deter_.c_ates Into a diatribe by Frenk cn

_he _ darter of disast_ in internatic_A
_x_ttti_s.I _t peeved aaa _ _ f_al_ that

_nat he s_o is his ova i_s_Ina_i_ aad is not a
des_c_ c_ reality. We is upset, . . • end besiaS

s . . . 4Liatr_be to the effect that ever_In_ ve see

is _ aud there is no _c_Id. A_ t_is point,
Dave sta_s _i_p_ng his chair be_s, asking _hether

th__stis _ust Xm_Inatlan. Oafertu_ste_v, the
_oes ca over taekwm_s, brea_ lh_ak is furious.

6 • •

_ve a_edan_ at V_e. Atl others t_ rooms
_, alnm. A1 seems _hee_l abc_ going to
_,lden Pa_ t_ds _terno_, _ mew _ re-

eovea_ _ bem_ _ _e_. Be is bus_mss-
iAke about _v_nS ar_ the t_A_ to Yllaea Park.

Xa t_e _k, _e all start _ a p_th. Deve aa_
lh_nk _ fe_ aheed. Chef t_Aes to keep u_ _Ath _hm_

AI a_a Ba ad X keep _ about the sam pece. Bob

la_s behla_ end S_s o_T on a _sent • • . .

is in _ spa_Ats _ t_e eA_b is he_d.

/_ssk md _sve _ lut to viev, e_nept _ae_ t_
ellab e t_ee _na hol_er to us. On _s_ back, t_o s_

aoss _olaus.... aSsaa, FA_akead_sve_w,_
ahesd, _ part e_ the _s_. _he_ _tlmb trees over

ou_ _h sad ,sake _ noises as _e pass ualea..



(l h_d expe_ more of a le_a_Ive reaetloa to re-

turnlag to the canflaesmnt.. • . )

_Iden_: At the besinni_ of hlke_ X remark that

everyone is s,_ to sta_ iU view of one another.
Sa_s I_: "_a_ vl_ not be ae_essar_." He sa_s t_Is

most _tat-_17 sad then makes off vlth Dave at a

fas_ pace, _Ivln8 the i_gressian that he is _he kid _ho

al_s_s used to c_ntrsdlct the 9_F 8oo_t feeder . . • •

• B B

• • • X get seve_ le_resslo_s, _i_h X _en't tie

nov, that t_e subJe_ts _im_1_ Ao not feel =o_petent
in the o_ter vorld.

Y_ de_Ldi_ _o _ go in vhat o_r, ]_ak and Dave
_ together, _ over e_os3Aezs that _ need

one mo0_e );)euseen_e_-. 9o_ sa_, "0o _it;b _, (:bet."

Chef, _ho had been he_Si_ 1lack, does.

Bb.--I think X for_, to note that last _ A_

_ve me ano_ laser of _ts feud _rA_ _b....

3:00 p.,..-

/k]Ae_Aum2; . • ,,

Fo_ to aote be_0_e that ane cauN ot treadalll
t_o,n was Chef's stlcklag his sho_er sl£ppers in t_e

_aehlae. X _ him ano_ I_ _e_ause these slippers

_ _ _--_ .--._.

Sub_ee1_ fatra_ a_tAve. _ ,_#_h_ _W. AI s_ttln_

on =o_eh mxt to TO, _ 1_e_. I_ aaa Cket dis-

csestng _het'e Boyle knLte. Chs_ sa_s he is _oI_ to
use. it to _ us all sl; t_e end of' the experl_eat. Frsn_

is a_ of the k_L_e, _he_ p_ vil_ It as _f he rare

a s_. Staff reports F_ank's ren_rk that he

B_b over the pa_. (Xt vas auach-tlae,

on f_oc_;aob's "_aas" wuld cate_ _I=. )

Dave _ees i_ livi_ roc_ eal asks kl. if he is

vat_ _f_ bef_ee chea_iag channels. AI at the time

_a_ rea_ _ and pa_A_ no a_teation at alA to
the _°



. _ °.

6_15 p_m_

9:00_.m°

Subjects ga_eA_ out of sight. A_ter a few minu_es

:AI _ _d go i_to kitchez_ to _ c_ds. Chet em_s

_ _ ccnversatlcn amd a_;ks som_ f_vors. All except

Bob assmmb_ in living room tc,-_atch sc_e television

Frank in l_ving roosk Talk ,.vith l_im briefly about

aA1ergies (he has sinus l.ro_ mov). F_I comes i.'.

and asks me about something X _ote. Frank looks

dls_r_ut_, gives a brief g_stl@ exhibition, a:_

leaves. _I is irritated at me t_, asks whether X

ha_e got a ma_azine far him; ss_s he is gAa_ X have a
ca1_!.

All st:LIA at dinme__ ex_e_t AI; _ is sittin_ in chair

at _A_fice do_r, retouchingcookies and _atchiz_ T_.

em_s m_ in conversation, _t _r about t_ minutes

_ Intarru_ts to dmmm_ _ e stsA_f member didn't

_et movies fc_ the _e_kamd. X s_, d_'t know° Frank

s_v_ the% _ should exe,-_ pressure, an him to get those
rockies. X sa_ X can't really do the% any better than

he e_o _s I_, "_ X tO_ him he'd better _et

those movies, he would _b_row _me over the _t."

It _ be, he ssys_ l_.e mak_ sunh a _ma_ to _e

_sls is the semam_ o_ thiz_ _ that Frm_k has

suah a request to me, prefaced by, "You have

. . _" C_, "_o_have au+_ho_Ity . . ." He

not believe that X don't, or that he would su_eema

without an intermediary.

AI_ _, and Bob autea_alming guests. F_amk, Chef and
D_v_ v_t_kin_ T_. Dave's _umst is sort of i_d
and left to _atah t_e TV, {About half the recent

p_ograms a_e fairly high-level, half are very poor

quai_y) _:a:_s proem'am is a e_f_ _ ........... "-A"MA,I.',I'UW e

it earls, F_mnk says that it -_a.s _r_tty poor amd waits

f_ me to a_we or di_r_e. I se_ _othin_, Frank

ss_s he riches he had _tched a p_ a_out ba_eba_

instead; s_arts looking thro_ _ guide. Dave stays

that baseball _ is still c_: San Yran_iseo versus

LA; he s_Itches channels _Ithout c_sultlng Frank,

C_et, or gaest or me. Chef _aves romeo Frank makes
several remmrks about how In_mae_ wei_ crazy, ms_dmcal_

an_ing, o_ fc_ei_ various players are. Dave sa_s

nothing. _h_t does not re,Arm. More guests arrive
for D_e and Framko _hey too become cs_tlve viewers,

e_ssed by I_ in slde-s_ f_shion (i.e., hi_

Ixx_y is chiefly _aligme_ _it_, the TV set). D_ve the

_sm_, castin_ rmm_ks and gla_e_ over _hou._ler.
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1 _F Regular interviews

Da-ae, after hls end in absence _f the nurse,

ccata_ _ Sa_,s he is goiz_ to ask the Direc_o_ to
_'_ out rot _.Ir a _ to ,_ve in'_o new _t.

r_l is very abrupt t_ay.

Frank a_i X have Icing talk about oceu_a_i_as.

C_e% _msts to _ about r_mtim4_ ears and how to

@et driver's license°

_b is h_ about fresh f!owsrs that the nurse

has _r_4_ht o

_41 end Bob i_ kitchen cha%%_ with dietitian.

_ak and Dave in llv_ room re_ing TV guides.

Al Inlti&tes talk ab_ going f_ _ther fiel_

trip. He sa_s he d_esa't c_re _ere, so long _s It is

CU%o AI _a_ts to _ to _iXdea Park a_sia. He, Frank
D_ve are dls_lated whea X s_ I wlI% be out of

to_m this _k; AI sa_s the tzip _s off then. Frank
_ays the trip i_ oft until _ext we_, emyhov.

%_ _b,OWo El, in li_h% splrlt_ s_s, 'The o_ers

have 83.1 _ hc_e." --Bob is s_ self outside.
Frank and &'net sine not visible.

Ghet, Bob and _. watchiag TV:

m

m

Ea
I

(E_ a_a Bob _ving on floor, on backs) 1_ank enters
roc_ and knocks the TV program; he then says the glrls

o_ it are quite something. AJ_ is c_ phone in office.

X_ve is s_Ing. A1 coeds out and starts co_versa-
tic_ with me abc_t stereo systems_ the _ re unpaid

b__12s o .., sm_ whether b_ sh_A1_ approach Dr. Ca_m_
about going _.

A mew _ro_ram comes c_ the T_ A men i_ hospital

be_ is being fe_ by a nurse; she t_es away the food.

Sa_ El _Ith Irrltatic_, '_y doesn't _ feed him more

of it, why doesn't she rub his fee_?" _ a ecm_rciel

ec_es an; a ms_ _ou_ of l_le bri_ pizza a_
beer to a frie_i's s_nt, bu_b_ beer is heim_ pOU_o



z_

9:00 p._

_<! _ts up _udden_7, goes t_az_1 _, _'abs pla_ter

".__is b_"thdr_- cake in the hall_7, runs throu6h

_h_s doors behlm_ TW, leans over perspet, and h-_rls

cs_ o_._A*d. Then, fl'amhe_1_ _efiant-looklng, he

strides _ llvlmg room, into toilet, where he
em_ses a few minutes later wlth a uelne sample.

(P2snk, eeeller in th!s _, heal _sly re-

ma_b_1 for no apparent reas_m, that C_et should be
u=wn ove_ the para_t. )

Dave, _o is e/so delighted. Bob _ (he bed run
after Ed areawitnessed it at flrs% hand) that

the cake lit aa top of a car b_._ (_re m_ car is
parked)° In fact, I% ha_ 11% cm ocmmrete between same

cars. Bob, Frank,Dave are Intrlsmed at the _ama_e
Et did and _ether the eae-owner _ _et insurance
covera_eo

Bob talking with staff. All bedroom doo_s closed.

Ed ca tre_, says he is feelin_ "all right." later

he Is _alk_ around the IX_t, around and around°

FA_ Imfc_ms me that X am "a _a_" in his

mind. "So Is the Director." He says he _ows I wcm't

a_aept this, but that is the way he sees It.

I tell Freak, Dave and Che% s_t forcefu//y,

that the Janitor says they are to stay off the parapet

or he wi.U call the campus police. Chet says nothing.
Yz_ak and Dave make _ch ecmmotlon. Frank s_s if a

policeman _c_s up here_ "X _ hit him; then he'll
l_-ob_b._ shoot me." He end Dave both assune at _e

that %.hey _ end up in _ail....

. . ° . FA_ ssys If he %w._ts to _o ca paz_%,
he rill. Dave tells me _o tell the _mnltar to "shove

it." I tell Dave he can t_ _anltor _ust that by

plc/_ UP phome. Dave s_Ts be _ do so If he sees

the _mlt_e while he Is on the I_.

O°eo@

Bob anl Dave in tresdmill room. All others evldeatAy

in _n rooms. A staff member tells me that Dave was spp_e-
ha_ last niSht leaving the buildi_. The vatchsmn s_v

him smaak _rl windc_ studfollowed him down stai_well; Dave

is c_min_ back UP staiw_ll, according to staff member,

because he heard _he _tchmsn oO_ _t_r him. Dave s&id

that he did it _ust to do it, to see if it could be done_
doesn't know vhy he did It.



29_

D

12 J_i_y
3:o_6:oo pore.

•o c_e _islbleo Dave is first to arrive for

io_tric e_ercises and lunch. _ Freak, then Chet,

_h_n _I. Other two have to be csl/ed. Frank wan_s me

to bring _ some of t_e girls from the Direc_,o:'s lab.

A minute later, when I am Calking wins C_e_ a_ he!i-

copters, be intents to tell Che_ he is _xMag to kIXl

him with an ashtray....

_b comes az_ leaves ral_.

AI _eta in bsaterln_ argument with Frank a_ ends

rscitlng numeroas evidences of F_ask's hyper-_tAoa
a_i _ him a =hild....

Returned from Ch1_a@o. St_ by to ptc_k up
DCR's. A staff mmber mentions to me t_at abo_t a reek

e_o Bob had told her that _ had been here huntln_

for her, _ereas in feet someone had ¢alle_ cm tele_cme

_fo¢ he_. She thinks she remembers other instances
of Bob' s dlstc_ messs@es.

Frank suggests to inme# p_es_e of Mr. Stow, the
psychologist, that f_ _o he _rlXl sell me information

a_t what _is _ is r_all_ lime, lacludia_ Illlelt

_hlng_. He later reduces the prlee to $60 for him and
Dave tosether....

_, Dave, and Bob vatehln_ T_. O_hers not vlslhle.

_b.--Al me_tlc_ed to me _ha_ he has resumed paintln@.

@ • •

0utln_ _o.
• @ @

end Ei deelaee _hat _e should _oi_ _,_'c

_c%_cns (in aae_er esr) to ._1_,, Ave. and
In _11_en Perk. _ s_s (_efer_Iz_ to self in third
person) tba_ "_ always gets lost." Frank is ¢cnfldeat

tha% Dave k_c_s _ he is _oiz_. He Is not cc_fi4e_t

tha% X know hew _o drive, _ kee_s _ me e_st
sgeedAag (he says limit is 15 miles per hour, in s 25
mLle_per-houz- zone) al_ "tail-_a¢ing." . . .

• • •

Xn Ti_ Park, Frank an4 _I are artieu_te In

crlt_cSzi_ Davees plan_ he is _ too far into area

we vent last time, etc. I am supposed to hc_k and tell
_he_ to stop (oar has no ho_a). Various sad-sa_ s_uats
by FA_mk a_ E_ to the eITeet that the spot we Just passed

_ouX_ have been a_ nice. _e other ear stops and
it is an open question whether this site is _K. We stop
and a_l _t out,_ thus dec_.



8_00 p.m.

Order in climb_ to top o¢ mc_m_Im: Dave, Chef, DS,
FrayS, m, Bob° AI _xl a female s_ _n_er ere left _r
behind. _ return to car _md _eek belov. _ lies do_

on top of mountain . o o to vlee_ sinuses. Chet, Dave, _1
go on ahead _ ridse, Bob _ behind. I .am Dati_ed
end return down mountain to car. Izmg talk _rlt_ staff

membex end J_l° Bob final_ ret_ns, tSea _, _A_en Dave.
Very 7_ng wait for others _t. _ad Fz_fl_), uho at last

Return to Penthouse: A1 expresses reluctance to enter.
He had been concerned ebout be_ late_ lest they not @et
to go out _saln. We are met by staff members. Om Is entry

about cookies _ILtCh som_cme left the other day. Asks subjects
to let him c¢ staff know _ho did it, so results can be ed-
_usted accordS....

8ubo_ts' behav£cr a_:b_ outin_ _as £ai_ _.
Dave c2£mb_ trees. Bob 1_ fur e_l p_ vith bugs.
]_'s and ._O's puns. ;0._ especie.L_ a_ re-ent, z_ vas
a_d tal]d.n_ in absurd falsetto voices. ]_ did a bit. of
,..his. ° ° o

All hands e_ne_ _1 w_hin_ "_he V_r_an" o_ _.
At end Bob azd _2 express wish to _tch _ Ikons, Jr.

statement abou_ not real_ IikinS Smm_ Davis that m_h.
Dave _s up e_d t.-_s sevex_ c.banne_, set_ c_ the
pre ous (an

_ob sprawled on floor near Ct_t's feet_ Cbet objects.
Bob _u_s on couch near :2'S fee_,; _2 ob_,s v£_
in _reph:Le terms abo_t protectin¢ his posterior; 5o_ever,

_ey ate ohatt__ in frieDdlF_ W tl_e_eaftero

5:00 po_

6:_5

@ o •

Frank and Dave pl_J_ eaz_ on couP. I_ in c@f_ce

reading _bnt_mery Weed catelos, e. F_ak leaves and
p_s cards with A1. _et bclef_v visible making coffee.

_1, Dave, and AX watehin@ _n old movie on TF. Bob
phog_Ln_ Ln office. Chef end I_ in Chef's x_O_a, sp_Te_

_anked Dave and Bob fc_ sl_nln_ up for ex_imente£
sessions and they te.U me others didn% st_n up (after
_8 hours) because they didn't, see tb.e notlce (c_ a bullet, in
board which they pass several d_/en _Imes e da_, and _aleh

has notes and t_e dally schedule). I sa_ OK, amd put the
siva back u_. Dave se_s: "YOU d_m'_ really want to have

_he sessions. You Just put it up to see _at we would do;
that' s _ contention."



_i makes a monkey of me by eskln_ me _o sit down

_nd relax; he giveG m_ a push as I _ nee_ly seated, the

is broken, s_i breaks further as I cane down an it.

I _mad _ o . . Chet !s s_illn_ 8t me in am insolent

way. I¢ is a kind of "gest Side Story" atmosphere, most

unpleasant. X surmise that Z arrived at a point in vhlch

a tn_d deal of hostility had beer aroused by imltating some

Juno seen on TV.

I_ is playing cards with _I. A1 has to go ¢_

treadmill. Ed asks Dave if he _ _ mards. Dave:

"Sure, I'Ll pl_y with almost em_ne." Ea remarks the im-

pllca_iou behln_ this, _q_i_h Dave in turn minimizes.

Planted the framer about a z,_llcalI7 ai--'_fezent re-

adjustment diet wlth Dave and E_.

After 48 hours, _ Ss Dave end Bob had slgaed far

any experimeatel sessio_s. After 72 hours _et and A1

had _Iso signed. Will remove liet tcnorro_, after 96
hours.

Ei tells me that he is £airly sure the uneaten eookles

are his. He has no re_ollecti_ of leaving them, but he

is sure it would not have been say of the others. 8a_s
he sent note to the Dlr_to_ to that effect. I tell blm

that is helpful All other subjects excepting Bob Join
in a bull sessic_ ebout the purposes of the experiment am_

the next experiment. This I take to be ome effect of our

_quest yesterday, as to which see tran_rIpt. E_ says
he has lost all sense of time sad hSs head feels like it

is _in8 to split open. He was up at 4:00 this mu_

because he couXdn't sleep; went beck to bed until 7:00

_ve remil_S him that yesterda_ was the day they
_ea_k_ _hat to _tch on TV by dlvi_J_ a de_k of cards.
._ank 8s_s t_ere ou@ht to be a ps_.hiatrist on the project.
Ee volunteers to be o_ the staff next time as an observer.
El, Dave, and C_et, also AI, _re ester to know _aat the

Director has decided, whether the excrement will be
termin_te_ or not.

_et reuse'ks to me that there _ have bemm me

difficulty gettim8 ibm cooperatlom of the subjects for

O-S ex_nt_ if they had been _ _hey had to do it.

I_v_ it voluntary and em_haslzlng cur need for coopera-

tion1 was, he thinks, a mistake.
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3:30-',_:0op.m.

.'_IIsu'_e_s except Bob w_Ing _I Su_iva_ shaw:

D_e

Chef
A1

Regular _ssicu with ell e_cept Frank, _o acmes

in to _ce tha_ he will _ pa_tlclpate. I tell him
Z shall interviev him later in _ek. He retiz_s _o

Dave is mo_t coo_e_tive an_ char_. E_ volAur_ers

_o Join in at last minute, _ th_ he mean_ to sign
_ X toc_ lis_ _own _oo soan_ In the case of

of speech. _e_ Dave O_l_e6 VO_ a+v last

_.nute to supp_ _, leaving o_er three high and _A_;

how to Inte_et that? _ parsu_in_ Dave. Haw _a_

tha_ be if Dave is rea11_ the le_lar?

Rumc_ c_ re-e_ustment diet has _t be_k to staff,

in pe_sc_ of AI, who asks what it will be.

A_ remarks in sessin_ that the _ _ets along well
because vhenever _ di_ abo_t _at to _tch an

they _u_t split a deck of cea_s to decide it. (_is
is elthe_ a _e_, or a special a deeisic_ tecl_iq_e. )

•i annotates that the Directc_ vas up an_ is satls-

fl_ that no one _e trying to ss_bota_e the experiment;

he _s a bit relleve_, though sti_ complaining of
boredcz_

spoke an obscenity into the tape, _ieh had to
be erased. _Is was t_ou_t to _e quite a Joke (by him,
and to a Z_ss_r extent, by AZ _ _), He has dane
_eral times before in Intervle_s. X am not elea_

_hether he re_ards I¢ as an insult to me, a test of

_e, an Invlta_ic_ to the typist, or _hat. It is

_ very basic act of ana_, dome vlth the sveetest

the planted _mor, the staff member sa_s that
_e_ end _ave wanted to know what the _e_ diet

be. She said, "That's fc_ me to know and you to find
01A_,"

@o@eo



5:_5 pom_

Ei e_i A1 _ cards. G_t and X pl_ a
_e of chess. I_ is cuttiz_ u_ p_+_nding to

Bob ccaes into kitchen cmce in u_ar, smiles.

FA_ "ccalfesses" in _es_ to mY ques_ian that he

really doesn't know _here he'll ,_ at e_i of expe_Iment.
_- stick around _rkele¥ fc_ a _Lle....

He pu_s on c_e of his _yplr_l 8cr_bat-yog_ per-
f_s fo_ me and _.

1_, Dave, and _et wa_ movie a_c_t bc_biag

of _ _n worla War XL Frenk aad 2: _ _lklz_.
Dave tur_s u_ T_, so loud tha_ w_ _t talk.

leaves Shortly thereafter sa_ that the bcmbln_ movie
is st_id.

No Ss in sight.

Ed az_ ])eve ha_ over pa_t to _t better

smell of _arbe_ _In6 c_ in patio. FA_ _.ls

Director that he is _ust all _Ited by the smell and

rants to go _ _here and _ c_e. Ed acmes out

_Ith lar_ _fe and looks at me and a staff member,
_a_i_ he _LII cook one of us. _e f_ m_ am and

_cldes X am too thin. _5 Dla_ _Ith the knife a mlnu_e
too.

E_ ebout _e-adJustmant diet is still going an.

chimes In_ he _n_s to _ t_o. I _vise investisat_

to le_ it _o, keep it a set, t, asd see _ao reacts a_i

az_ X a_e observiag subjects, JokJ.ng with
_ A1 are sources c_ endless oi_-cc_cr stc_les.

Dave azxl Bob are ccm_erned that the next subjects _he_l

not have vlsitc_s; _ end. X_ve e_ A1 make teA-Academe

out of this; tie them to chairs, etc.; Bob says p_t cloths
in their mo_ths.

I_ tells _3 _ me, in discusslcn of porpoises,
_&at ve h_r_e closed mi_s: this has special reference to

cur disbelief that porpoises know cu_ language.
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3:30-5:00 pore. Exparlme_tal gamSSo _ is csk_d by me if he

wa_s _o _ _ game fo_ mar_-o He _a_s, _ot re_IXT,
no," in a _ay thnt infurlates me_

Lots of Joking _th _j Dsve, _d ,_ C_et Is
usualXy silent and negatlve, _b nmkes a _x_ deal of

dlstz_ctln_ noise. Dave _s suggestions to _e effeat

that _ will Just take my _ from _e a_i _ me

over the per_pet. _et _oins in with this.

Xn _ FA_tez _ IX, _l rakes a11 deQlslcns
f_ _et _ Dave aad A1 ccmfe_ for ah_ _ _o

the relative e_nluslo_ of Bob; ichor Dave _ _o Bob

._lrst and then _s A£'s assent, lnittalXy he addresses
At as "_ptain."

A1 is very sensitive and leaves room when _ sa_s

hie voice is am_yAnZ (he was aet._ as ti_e-_eper).

good dee& of Jdld_ about d_.'_J.ng up the ==ne_
at PDSo A1 and Bob (end _ to a ]=seer degree) profess

i__e at _ether the_ _t exact amount due then_

D_ve a ta_ peeve& at not _ein_ i_ud_ in eerliea.

_mes; suggests _s_es vlth t_ tea_s; X _s_ we

have ta-led that if ve had had more particlpsnts.

at, ead of 8sine se_s he does='_ z_,ally t.anl;his share;
Z shcu_ 81re it to the charity c_ m_ choice (this is

a Joke). _ is novha_e to be see_.

A_ beginning of 8ames _ e_s to me, Joking but
exasperated end as if to relieve =e from t_ou_t that I
a= _ to bZa=e_that they refuse to ec=_ete with
_e__ause %e are pals_ a_t :you are one of the

At enl, Dave re_rks in Frank's p_esesce that he thou_t

of t_ his esrninss over _h_ _% to ,ee if th_
people below vo_Id _ for the m_m_. :Bob had

a _ of dollar bills into the air, ss_ scmthlng

the of_ect, "X ce_ a_enc¥ saves you _ _ _c_S_rs."

C_e% cc_s that he has _ been a_e to stu_

abou_ tvo ho_rs a d_. Kts _uAslon is breakln_ dora.
He is ea@a_ %0 _t out and _t ha_E in "co_ditl_n." He
also _c_Yains that he has _ 1 1/_ inches off his

blca_s; X Jo_sd abou_ it; i_ is r_ f_. Both he
l_rank re_erd it as a e_uclal qUe_ti'--_of persc_ heath.

himself autirely I_'s,a,4_. Dave sm_ of the sam. Q;et;
Is _aucheand keeps losla__ b_ blmu'l._ _ he has
_o_hing at a_£ in his ha_.
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I:C_ i_-,_

_ave is in room f_in_ _ith m_-le films. _'".,_-

IMli_z_d gla_s-flb_r ta_; to _t. AI sitting on
couch _,h:f.ng _ _'t_ staff,m_r. _ob on floor

col_ _ dolls t_mt he hi_s cut out oA" n_w_o

@oils _ s2l pears of fez_es, _acing c_e aaother

linked a_ the _ ax_ foot. lle is cO_.O_l_ o_e of

ese_ _Ir, filling in hair, !iI,% eyes, and pr_vldlz_
t_em _A_h b_thi_ sults; the other ps_er is left

_'_oud_ i_ the _ste_j of _wri_Int. :_e _nishes
_ to be c_ze_ul not to step c_ tl:P..,m. ¢_cher sub_ects n_

•i, _.ve, _l ._ _ c_ds _ cmm_.

Bob __ se_ _t rea_J_ on deck.

O%he_s not vlslble.

Bob eXPlains hle paper dolle--now pas%ea over
flr_e in a _i_ntle dance--as "a church." [ _]

Out of Bob's prese_e, A1 a_d E_ ask _hether I c_
:_u,sss who :)_ Chat.

:,_Mrcee_ks me _t is going, c_ In the "outside _C_o"

W_st,s to know whether X _-nt %o the _ietnsm reA3_V.

Bob s_s on entering the rocm _hat he has _e_un

tal_ to h__IZ.

Lunch on _able. Bob e_%_Ir4_his ze_i_h_y om cou_h_

nl, _, _ve pla_g c_rds _a_ cam la_e. C_et a

_ttle late.. _ o_l ;h_.

Frank ssys tlmt the stars i_¢lCaCe X'm goinz %0 hav_

e: r_m_%ce. S_s he can't x_ad his _a sta_s.

Deve _ats request to discuss e x_rimental
f_.%ngs _.th staff. H_ sure,is _h_usd_y night.
¢_al _e_tive reaction to _ first _ should _t
_th_z e_ the experi_ut to _i_:us_ flndlnEs.

Chef _'_hing TV wi_n s_ff member in living

roe_ _b said to be on _uo_e in office. _ost lights

out, _ocrs shu%. Staff ms_ber says ot_ers are Ix_Aa_
esmis in _-E_'s _o_
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_1, A1 sad Dave ple_ cards on sofa. Joking _th JB.
Bob talking with staff member in office. Chet yellers in

and out of living roc_ Ed feeding un _d. I tell

Ss that _ shall have a meeti_ _ur_ nlght at _hich
-_ _ be -_iIIL_ _o dls_uss m_ fJ_x1_s vlth t_em to

some extent. All olai_ to _e eaeer to flnd ou_ about

iI:00 ao_

5"_ p.om.

9:Y_-
12:00 mtdni6ht

Q@@g •

member repoz_s that t_Is m_ fc_ first time to
her knowled_ Ea sat down with o_s at _reakfast

(_mr_ h_mseAZ). _at _oule be a fua_ti_ _
fate, c_ it oou_ be en e_Te_t of conversation last

night _u _ch AI and _ were In ph_mt,._de_
wlth acids, sharks, etc. to @et _e mcme_.

_et _ that the new aiet is e_ful, aria tha_ he
thinks the others _ agree _o that." Be a_.rs
ewa_e c_ the problmns of re-ecmdltic_ the di_estlve
_raet.

Got subjects to sign _esetpt f_ last experie_tal

_mes; some _ckt_ ahoY, _hether they ought to. A new
ordex.is_ alq, ea_ to be emez._.n_ _AUs Frank m._

less dc=tnant sad popular, a_d AI far mare assertive
and inf_. o .. Dave an_ Aleeme to the fcee

as _ co,teat to go out; E_, I_, and _het, an_

espeela_ _b, act as if han_ _eek from the prospect
c_ freedom.

Vtsiti_ n_ht. Ss as usual. I pley _hess _rith Chet.

_e-_" Talk about letters to mother, abc_ se_

most in_nant at JB's statement _hat _xt time there
vail have to be m0re rules: '_aet rules?" AI is

s_ and Is espec_d_ keen cn--p_ out _hat start

put sub3ects in a bi_d, too _ _equests en_ not eno_

o . . AI Is, et least c_flcla_, appalled at a
i_ssib_ _ss of _a in the experiment. Dave end Bob

eppear cha_. Freak locks depressed b_t _Xa_ms he

kn_s _ he stands. _ aed C_et not In view. Frank

sunnln_ self ca patlo. Dave cn treadmill, read_
Others behind closed doers.
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_ist. I_ comes a_ as_s to pl_ &_. a_i _ sam

_, _i_hout enthusla_

Z_u_se takes _$_-atu_s _--_ _!ses s t_n lays

table a_ announces it is t_me _o eat. 2oh and _et
come to table about sam time. Dave decldes at _hls

time to _ a shovar. AI, m, _ l_anE con_b_e _t

cards. Abc_t _Ims _b and _ are flnlshea wlth meal_

PA_ s_s, "_ee_ It is time to ea_." _e s_a A1 seat

selves. _ _a_es _ of f_ _.Ise_he_e. Dave

wlth so_ in his ear, fX_sh_7 _h_ a_i _ss_. El
also se_s himself at table. _1 s_l FA_k a_l _et

are las_ _o _ t_!e. _l D_ve, s_d A1 dc_nate

Table convarsati_ and sf_ is s_o_t _he e_pariment.

_et ss_s in _ _s_ that _.h _ them has been

foo1_ me all aloz_. I sa_, "_?" . . .

9:00 pom_

is e_ba_rssse_ _ al's J_s azd leaves roos_

l_ank is q_leM to es_.r_ _% _ are _isgastln_.

Dave ss_s the p_esent sub_ects are crack pots.
F_uk s_s, _fa, '_' are _ _i_ _ _t hipsters
to come on en experi_nt like _ais°"

SuSSec_s vatchlag wuX_, ex_e_t Bob. _t
_m_s in end o_. I_ hushes those _ho talk _hen

cert_Aa ro_k _ _ sln_.rs a_e pe_f_m_ag. All Ss

al_ m_ su_xiu_.

AY and Dave sittln_ o_ cou_h .... . A1 sa_s he aresms_

aboat assassinating _ _Itl_r, '_aen he cam to

[!)o Cbet saMs he _ s1_t being at_.kad_; o* °*

I_ e_s in sad is f_le_° Mos_V eo_erasd
a_ut his 2M'So

Ed in zoom. Bob on er_c_e+_._

tells m _ lock "ta.i_ a_ m_" _b_'.

ss_s last ni_b_ that if t_e next cre_ is act
_itted to heve vls1_c_o, they _i_l bee_ a_z_ssive azd

take it o_t on the staff, _eea_e "PeoPle _ _the_ do

_t than admit them are aaxlc_s."



3o_

1:3<) p.mo

6=00pomo

8:00p._

_I, Dave, l_enE, _ A1 ere gl_ cards _hen Z
ar_Iv_. Da_e _, "You _ to ob_m-ve us Intera_t_

eh?" Z s_y _es. Fm_k pus!ms A1 er_ starts I;o _ten
hi=. All of _ (lu. so, Dave) I_lP o, AI in a

vre_ _to,_. Tenor of _ __ d_i_
ts t_s_ A_ thinks he is 1n'e'_;t_r ho_ _t t_ not; he,

_£I _ub_s hap_ a_ huge __. A1 _ in
l_ntas_ about _ a st_ member; _hts is _etr

breakfast. AI is appwh_ abo_t _tn_ "all

2s _st_ _se he had _ s rough tim
last _ he was mst_-_ o_ Om does _ _7). • • -
Ch_t, to _noyan_ of s _f _mbez', has Just beam _o
p_ck all his stuff; he t0 also _ to stay at the
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Dave sets _ the l_se is a very "r_e" I_
a_i one bates to iesve it.

Staff mmzts_ z_s _ yestez_ _ _I sat
do_a a_ t_d_Lst bat _bl not t_ to eat ua_L_ all the
otbez's_ iS.nlsl_ eatlnK.

m C_ XZX_



APPenDIX B

_,,,Tr__v Ln,_ ._ A_TI.!jLW

It is obvious that the non-social environmaut constrains human be-

havior in most important particulars. It is not so obvious that ecological

factors fix the limits _ithin which issues and decisions are valid and

pertinent. For instance, the insurgent or the rival leader simply has got

to come up with relevant issues; he cannot expect to affect Chicago politics

by exhibiting concern over New York's water shortage.

What appears less obvious is that the range and saliency of issues

in simpler environments--e.g., primary groups or societies in close_ en-

vironments--can be foreseen in large part. The alternative lines of

intra-group disputation can, within certain degrees of likelihood, be pre-

dicted and the fate of potential issues (scenarios) in that context fore-

known. Within specialized envlronments_ the control of interpersonal dis-

pu_es of much factionalism and anomie can be built into the social orgami_

zation deliberately.

The animal ecologist 1_-Edwards has shown the relation between

crowding and rivalry, sexual access, a_l precedence in feeding. I His

thesis is that if either crowding or food-shortage occur, there _ilI be

an increase in the amount of d_splay 3 rivalry_ and real or symbolic combat_

_'. Co Wynne-Edwards, "Sel_Regulating Systems in Populations of

Animals," Sciencee, vol. 147, 26 March 1965, p. 1543. See also his

Ani s_malDis_sicn in R_..laticnto Se_ia! _havior (1962).



especially amongthe males of the species. We are well a_e of the safe-

_s which are neede_ to hedge such generalizations about. It is

necessary-, for e_!e, to keep in min_ that in ecological investigations

the sequences of cause-and-effect are often baffling. Moreover, there is

danger in extrapolating from non-human to human behavior patterns. Never-

theless, such risks must often be ventured. With these caveats in mind,

we applied the W_e-E_wards thesis to the Penthouse situation and inferred

that the absence of normal sexual access, the uniformity of diet2 and the

physical confinement (and relative crowding) would give rise to needs for

alternative systems of gratification. In particular w we hypothesized that

the basic and essential character of foocl--an_ the potential panic that

might arise from the fear of losing both food _ mobility-_would impel the

Ss toward substitute "feedings. ,,2

In thinking about the analogues in non-human behavior, it is well

to keep in mind the kinds of alternative "feedings" that human Ss might

seek in partial compensation for Penthouse_type deprivations: verbal re-

assurances, tobacco, favors, auto_ and homoerotic activities, comununication

with outsiders, reading, passive enjoyment of movies and televislon_ richer

phantasies, physical escape r _Ication, sl_¢p, __,-'._-_ su_q_v_ne_______.....

penance, restitutive rituals, etc. S We actua_ observed incipient proto-

types to all these behaviors in Penthouse II or llI.

2As to the profound significance of food to emotional well-being,

being loved, being empty, being cared for, caring for, etc., see the works

of Karl Abraham, Melanie Klein_ and Edmu_ Berglero

_e include in the notion of 'feeding' the negative aspect: repudi-

ation of tenaered alimant and retaliatory "poisomlngs" of the feeding
agent.
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A fe_ ten,arks f_om the vast literat_ze on the effects of population

density on non®hur_ms are offered h_re to lend perspective. Wynne-Edw_vds

reports several odd behaviors attributable to crowding, among which are

the starving to death of toads, when crowd_1 together in a laboratory

4
setting, in the presence of food 3 and the ar_.ed red deer's killing one

another through what he terms "fratricidal _ccldents...5 He mentions can-

nibalism among mice, guppies, and spider-crabs "if confined at densities

:.6
greater than they are prepared to tolerate.

Zuckelmma related that female baboons in the London Zoo were often

killed Inadvertent_ by the males who were fighting over them (literally)o 7

Red deer crowded in artificial parks were said by Darling to fight in and

out of season and to kill calves and strang_ hinds. 8 The swarming and

colonization of bees and ants is a well-kno_ adaptation to crowdlng. 9

Wild rats, when d__ven to territorial con_etition, tend to die from ex-

haustion rather than from wounding, lO Calhoun cr_led Norway rats in such

a way as to create a "behavior sink" where the less dominant animals were

forced together and there exhibited various pathological behaviors resulting

4Wynne-Ed_._ds, Animal Dispe_rsions, p. 553-

5 ± ao,p.  50.

_bid

7So Zuckerman, The Social Life of Monkeys and Apes _,1932).

8Fo Fraser Darling, A Herd of Red Deer (5937).

9See, for example, Wilhelm Goetsch, The Ants (1957); W. Eric Ke!sey,

The _ell of the Hone_ (19_5); Ao R' Cummings and Margaret Logan,

10So A° Barnett, "Competition among Wild Rats," Nature, vol. 175,

no. 4_d_6, 55 January 1955o
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(inter a!ia) in i_fant mortality as high as 96 pea- cent. II He pre_ents

addlbionsJt evidence that among some animals overpopulation results in sexual

deviatlon_ increased infant mortality, and ;_frenetlc overactivity and patho-

logical withdrawal."

A recent report on population density and animal behavior summarizes

the findings for various species and links erca_ling with certain biochemical

12
changes that often result in prostration, convulsions, and sudden death.

The same zmport attributes detrimental effects on learning ability and re-

productive and infant-care abilities to crop,ling.

.@

It seems highly probable that crowding per see results with some

animals in behaviors that ultimately increase the available space--by out-

right killing_ infant mortality, and fatal biochemical reactions. In other

words, such behavior is am attack against intrusions on _hat m_st (we

postulate) be instinctively felt to be the _rital ego-space or existence-

space of the animal. Sometimes the attack is deflected or abreacted, so

that the animal itself becomes the victim, or becomes exhausted by the

chemistry of t_n_arted aggression or of anxiety. To all appearances, human

beings are better able to tolerate crowdin@--although we pause to note the

similarity between l) schizophrenia and other self-defeating sad self-

assailing reactions sad 2) the soci_ behaviors of some animals under con-

ditions of crowding. Since _hyslcal space seems to be less rigidly allo-

cated and needed by the humsm animal (_p__ _ecialists in real and personal

lljohn B. Calhoun, "Population Density and Social Pathology,"

Scientific _Immrica__,February 1962, pp. 139 ff.

_D' D. _"2h._!e_e_ "P_n___latiom Demsity and Behavior: A Review of

Theoretical and Physiological C_ntributicms," Texas Reports on Biology

and Medicine, volo 22, pp. 266 ffo
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property)_ we hypothesize that the homologue to the bizarre behaviors of

the other animals under crowding is the resctiens of humans to intrusions

on their Psychic Space°

If the cr_cding of animals is co_parable to intrusions on human

Psychic Spaces it ought to be the case that such intrusions lead to per-

tt_bations in one or more of the primary behavioral systems--sexu_l allo-

cation; nesting9 feeding; the status systei_ (dominance-submlssiveness);

and group work (_azing, flocking, mlgcatlng, colonizing, communal defense,

etc. )° We hold out, as hypothesis, the idea that physical cr_ling in

human beings increases the likelihood of actual or potential incursions

on Psychic S_ace and must s therefore, pro@ace measurable behavioral dis-

turbances.

One set of reactions noted by Calhoun _;as what he called the "prober"

and the somnambulist types, The latter is self-explanatory and is com-

parable to what _m identified as "eocooming" behavior amongst the

Penthouse Ss. The "prober" is a rat whose response to the "behavior sink"

is to rush around frenetlcally, attacked by the others for hls intrusions

into their space, sexually perverse and cannibalistic, lying in __it for

estrus f_-males and _iolating normal courtship patterm_, rrobmr beha_or_

although less noticeable than cocooning, _ms also visible in the Penthouse

Ss--localized to certain personality types rather than being a phase that

each S went through.

Since human beings can exhibit presence of body without presence of

mind, the effects of cro%mling upon human beings are relatively within their

control. At the same time, it seems likely that the added stress of physical

cr_ing and monotonous diet would burden the proximate human behavior sys-

tems noticeably, by virtue of the disappearance of much of the insulation
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that norma3.1yprotects Psychic _p_me{e.g., freedom of movement, or proximity

of pr_d.ictabi_ or subo_d_.natc others), and _ v_tue of the reduced grati-

ficatlon (fron sacrificing norm_l feeding habits and desirable h_man con-

tacts). These strains might be expected to increase the demands that are

put on other aspects of the Penthouse enviromment. Consider for a moment

the s_ibstitutibility of _he major sub-systems: the change im feeding is a

diminution in variety and palatability, a comparative deprivation rather

than a threat to the viability of the organism° In the Penthouse, feeding

_as rslatively less _ratifying aud there was no "unappropriated" food over

_nich the St could fight as a test of dominance. However, the social

situation of feeding still provided the face-to-face opportunity, periodi-

cally, for renewlng the social st_zcture (of the peer group) and challenging

the position of one another in it. The sexual system was also affected on

the level of accessibility_ and, without kno_.rlng_4hat actual behavioral

changes this ma_e for, it left the Ss in a _osition of having to settle

for abstinence or biologically inferior alternatives. This may have mmant

a dimunition in gratification and the obvious confusion in identity

role. The l_estinG system was likewise restricted, in that each S was

directed w'n_:re_ ......w_=_ _'_-_ .... ...-_ +._ _,_+._ _e_-R_ where not to _o,

etc. This constriction of nesting space might have important consequences

in the expression of status amd in indi_-Idue_ Ol_ortunltles for _ithdra_.l,

famtasy, and sleep, i.e., for certain antl-soclal _atlflcatlens. The

group _ork or mutuality _ystem vat prescrlbe.d, although it left m_eh free

time, _r_s relatively li_qt, an_ featured a g_o_ deal of nursing and coaxing.

It rosy be that the group }york_ cc_ared _rith -hhe Ss' work relations on the

outside, _ras less unpleasant, _rovided them with more esteem, and soaked up
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someof the needs ]producedelsc_Mnerein this closed environment. IS Th_

stat_s sys±emh_i a built_in _bigalty, for it offered the Ss -_nopportu_ity

_^ be ..... _._÷_s objects so important that their very droppings were

sov4Ehtafter. Their undoubted low status vies _ vi__sthe outside and the

staff was thereby madea sort of mockery. Moreover, the amount of care and

attention given them far exceededwhat they might have got as higher-status

adults on the outside. It is plain to see that the chance to become

dominant _ithin such a Deer group might also appeal to men who shrank from

competing on other terms.

In short, the strains of confinement and dietary restriction wou/K

have to _ compensated, if at all, by substitute "feedings" amd substitute

:'space." From the other available sub-sFstams, the feedings might have

been supplied from exchanges of esteem within the peer group or from ex-

changes between Ss and staff--a type of gratification progressively reduced

by the cocooning effect. The "space" might have been made available by

guarding or extending Psychic Space_both by _ithdraving more and enriching

one's phantasy-life, and also by insisting on more "social distance" during

ordinary %nteractions.

We employed the term "anti-law" to describe the behavior of the

Penthouse Ss when they were imtent on subverting and defeating a ruleo It

is not enough to call this range of behaviors "auar_hic," because of the

crucial ambiguity in the concept of anarchy: auarchy refers to the serious

engagement with and contravention of a legal order (ioeo, to aati-law), aud

_'e have good reason to think that most of the Penthouse II Ss had

had unsatisfactory work experiences on the outside. See below,
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it a_so refers to a genuine indifference to or absence of a legal order

{non_law)o Ynus, _m interpreting vIc_lation;_ of rules o_lemust try to dis_

tin@_Lish between ns/ve is_rance that a delic% _as perpetrated and advertent

repudiation (:f the validity an_ legitimacy of the _-n/lecontravened.

The ecology of the Penthouse h_ered the development of anti-law

in one way, because ansrchic projects _re hard to conceal and apt (for a3_l

anyone knew) to have undesirable repercussi'_e effects throughout this little

social syste_1o In smother way, the intensity of the personal relations

and of the peer group solidarity meant that the Ss could (aml did in both

Penthouse II and III) skew, isolate, envela_,ridlcule, and mutilate the

rules with _at ease. Their technique in _eneral, as _¢e re_ in the

narrative chapters, was to create a quondam moral community or consensus

the aim of which was to define away, de_legltlmate, or invalidate noxious

rules. This technique of dissolving sad nfbblin_ at the rules--informally,

unilateraJ/y_ or at least without consulting the authoritles--is precisely

_zhat %_e mean by anti-law.

Anti-law Inclinatlons are presumably intensified by situational

frusbratlcms and by the brulslng of expectatlonso IWnile it is impossible

to separate out all the personality factors sad congenital pathologies

in play here, It is our i_resslon that the Penthouse III Ss, for -_ncm the

social situation had been defined more explicitly, were attracted less by

anti-law for that reason. An additional, probably very i_portant, consider-

atiom was that we deliberately selected for Penthouse Ill, career-orlented

Ss, i.e., men whose role-_tations were _ell-defined in part, who had

some tolerance of authority, and who would not encounter many role-conflicts

in the experiment. The Penthouse II Ss, by contrast, were ovez_helmlng_y
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antiocare_rists (unless we choose to regard them as cazeer experimental

subjects) _n_ belles,red_uite consciously in the evils of work, the virtue

of religious detachment from the worries o_ the world_ the necessity of

_ oneself, the gnostic worship of Nature, and such like. Hence, their

expectations-_especial!y those who had participated in Penthouse I--toward

the Penthous_ II experiment were fixed; they resented imuovations strongly;

they frequently fell into _ role_conflicts when asked to perform

tasks that c_lled for r_sponsibillty and moral presence (qualities consistent

with the role of experimental subject and inconsistent with the attitude

of twenti_th century romantic, seer, aesthete). Some passages from the

protocol of an interview we conducted in t_e eighth week of Penthouse II

on the topic "how did you get here?" suggest the connection (obvious to

c,m_on sense) between social alienation, _ti-careerism, and antecedent

_ti-law dispssitions.

D_3:

Ed:

DAS:

Ed:

How does this fit into your aspirations . . .?

It saves me fro_ working in the store . . . Au_ it's

giving me a little money so th_at_!'m not _,_e _at I'm

going to do. I really think I'm going to 80 to Europe .

How did y_a get your previous job?

It _s the _!_ Job ! c_uld f_nd after I quit graduate

school .... Oh, I really don't have any definite plans
• . . I don't like the term 'career' . . .

D_S: "Why did you apply . . .?

F_ank:Because I don't _ being by _self° ['] i don't

being inside or not being able to go outside am_ I need

the money, __II, I didn't need the mQmey but I wanted

the money . . .

DAS: How did this fit lu with the _lans you had_

Frank: Perfectly.

DAS: How so?

Frank:l didn't have any plans.

DAS: At all?
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FrsD!_:

DAS:

Frsnk:

DAS:

Fr-_uk:

_one at 8.1_I_no.

Well, _at were you.doing before this?

Fooling 8roaud, _ostly.

That"s what you'll be doing _tftervards?

Yah, probably 3 foaling arou_ againo

l_e:

Dave:

! don't have any long term _abitions; my Big
ambition is uh I don_t kn_ see uh I dca't

make amy plans beyond the ye_r or a year and a

half ahead, because I don't _¢ _nat's going to

be happening then . . .

Did you have any plans when _-ou were in college?

No .... I vmn_ back to and stayed there for

about a month, well stayed t_ere and -- for about a month

and then, I knev I _sn_t do:_ug anything and nothing is

happening. I was Just sort of getting into a lethargy.

So I came out here . . . Ar_. this sumner I'll go

somewhe1_ and eventually I'm going to Europe ....

I know sc_etlme I'll get tiz_ of just drifting

along and changing n_ place _ll the time ....

If our speculations about the Penthouse ecology are roughly correct_

it follc_s hha.t it impressed on the social relations unique "legal"

{nearing nor_;bive and regulative) ne_ds. _aw_ says _-_!I_ in a rec___ent

work_ "is the enterprise of subjecting hum_l conduct to the governance of

ru_es. "" _ne ent_rprlse here _s on-_oing, a Job of constant adaptation;

and it is an endeavor foredoomed topartial -Tailure_ because unambiguous

rules are hard. to draft and even harder to "_mpose on chauging, evading,

disir_enucus, disillusioned, unregenerate _lividuals add combinations of

individuals. We should thus predict that, ._om the standpoint of our Pent_

house Ss, the rules in_osed by the Director and his designates (the exo-

legal system) would not be entirely consis_mt _lth the rules applied by

the Ss among themselves (the endo-le_l sys_.m)o Indeed, we should suppose

i_on L. Fuller, The Mor allt_ of Law (i_), po 106.
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that 5he e_,,_.o,olegal zystem ;._./ turn out to be: in some degree ar_l from

the premises of exo_legality, _ d=e!!nquent system. _ne reason, plainly

enough, is that no self-respectlng primary _roup can follow corporate -_'_

to __e letter %_thout b____t_11zing its ova tissues of affection and esteem°

Now there ere t_o possible delinquent responses %o any rule of 3___.¢:

the first is "ho violate the rule; the second is to insist on its obser%-anee

b_=yond 8/i reason° _:ne first tendency we cell the "tort-feasor" menta31ty;

the second the "contract-lover '¢mentality. These ments/Ities can be ex-

pected to ,_!o[?t con_-uent ideologies--on the one hand, the endo-legallty

that JustlfieB avoiding or violating the rules (beeatlse they are "mani-

festly" u_Tai:_ tmequal, obsolete, etc. ); sl.d on the other haad, the endo-

leg_ullty that justifies aggressions by the use of the rules against

superiors, peers, or subordinates (because they neglected "_¢hat we all

agreed upo,,_:" or _¢hat "everyone" .knows to be falr_ e_stomary_ sensible_

Ob_ious]_, the two ideologies can be worked in te_dem to suit theetc. )

user°

Giw._n this natural tension betweem e_D- and endo-legal systems_ and

given the .3trains of confinement and diet in the Penthouse, we anticipated,

af+_r W_me_Ed_u_Is, that the Ss' behaviors would reveal increased reliance

on substlt_te feedings and mobility as a fuz_ction of time in ccmfine=ento

We believe that the evidence in the narrative chapters supports that anti-

cipatlono Moreover, on the basis of this hypothesis and using very frag-

mentary clues in the early stages of one of the experiments, we predicted

the presence of tu¢o highly specialized delinquent sub-cultures the details

of whie/n, as noted in the Preface, cannot I_ g_ven without betraying con=

fidence aml exceeding the proper scope of this Report.
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Ca0t_DWORK FOR A POLITICAL ATTT_GDES QUESTIONAIRE

For lack of a standard instrument to measure the basic political and

legal attitu_les of our Ss, we _ecided to design t_ questionnaires° The

products are quite inexpert, and we undertook this venture only because the

standard psychological tests, including the tests of authoritarianism and

liberalism, impressed us as missing much of _nat _ wanted to know of a S's

basic political and legal attitudes. By "basic" politico-legal attitudes we

mean the emotional "sets" toward authority, freedom, property, contract,

rules, etc., that _re sufficiently strong and sufficiently generalized to

recur with reasonable likelihood in response to a pertinent politico-legal

issue. To some extent, we had in mind dimensions as general as 'rigidity-

flexibility'--but not quite. What we were after _s something bet_en that

kind of personality dimension and current ideological constellations,

something, for example, at the level-of-generality of "concerned about

political morality" or of "reacts violently to bureaucratic regulations."

One part of this questio_uaire, emphasizing more the legal attitudes,

is the subject of Chapter VII. The following remarks pertain to the part

designed to tap basic sociopolitical feelings. The strategy here was to

try to disguise the question so mmch that the S probably would not divine

_hich of several possible dimensions was being tested. To do this, we used

proverbs and cllch_ statements. The test is complicated by the use of

tautologies amd outright cliches, since we _,_ute_ also to measure the re-

actions of certain personality-types to questions of that order. In addition

to disguising the question, our aim was to propound the question in such a

3_._
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way that the S could not but have declared himself on one of our dimensions

by sns_ring the question, even t/_ough the _fest _aning of the qu_tl_n

referred to s_thing else_ -_hat is, we so_t to sub_rge the relevant

dimension under an apparently irrelevant decoy; for example, if a S answered

Yes to "On a trip I prefer to _o most of the driving," we inferred a

dominance need (we did not broach the next level of refinement, that the

profession of a dominant attitude might mask a stronger tendency toward

submissiveness, etc. )o

The foll_ring questiomnaire was given to so few Ss, and with such

anomolous results, that _ decided not to set out our preliminary findings

on it. Nor have we been able to improve it to the point where we would

feel Justified in correlating its results with those of the standard psycho_

logical instruments and with socio- and psychometric data on particular

individuals. We have some confidence _in it, however, since it pointed out

to us the insurrectlonaries in Penthbuse II before we had adequate oppor-

tunity to form a Judgment on the basis of behavioral observations.

Our intenticm _as to i_entify certain types of attitudes _fnich we

discern to be very closely linked. Other investigators rosywell dissent

frc_ the types we propose and from the applications we made to ps_iculaz

questions. Az_vhc_, here are the clusters; amd s_eter each question, in

parentheses, we indicate which cluster belongs with which answer.

Type I:

Type If:

Type III:

Type IV:

Type V:

TheY I:

Strong leader bias; elitism_

NaJorltarian bias; weak leader bias°

Dominance; brashness.

Submissiveness; ironic bias.

Realism; cynicism; instrumentalise°

Utopiauism; moraliam; teleology.



Type _iI:

_'!_,,pe v'r.._:

Type IX:

Type X:

Collectivlsm; extroversicm; conformism;
cooperation; trust; c_tative Justice.

!_lividualism; introversicm; anarchism;

competition; distrust; distributive Justice.

Innovation; rule-avoidance; tort-feasor mentalityo

Custan; rule-adherence; contract mentality.

I.P.L.A. TEST

Read the statement and indicate whether you do or do not sympathize with

it. If you cannot make up your mind, or if the statement seems trivial

or ridiculous to you, mark "sympathetic" o_ "not sympathetic" arbitrarily.
Your auswers will be comfldentlal and will not be discussed _rlth the

other men.

I. Absolute power corrupts absolutely.

--sympathize _ do not sys_athize

2o I am uncomfortable 5m crow_s.

--_thize (VIII) do not sympathize

3o Nuclear war is inevltable.

--sympathize _ ao not sympathize

4, Children heel soms_e to zea_ to them.

--sympathize _ do not sympathize (VIII)

50 Most couples who fight are basically incce_atible partners.

--sy._athize (IV) do not sympathize

6. Justice is the interest of the s_r°

--sympathize (V) do not sympathize (_)

7- Society creates most Of i%s own troubles.

--sy._athize (VIII' ) do not s_u_pathize

80 Out of sight, out of mi_.

--sympathize (VIII) do not sympathize
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9. Constant vigilance is the price of libert¥o

--sympathize _ do not sympathize (_v_

10. Haste mak=s _ste.

-©sympathize _ do not sympathize _y_

I!_ Give them an inch and they take a mile.

--sympathize _ _o not sympathize

12_ A soldier without discipline will pro1_b].V get himself killed_

--sympathize _ d.O not sympat_lize

13o In general, people will only do their duty if you push them°

--sympathize (_X) ao not sympathize

14o All the world loves a lover.

--sympathize _ do not sympathize (V)

15. The more laws, the more offenders.

--sympathize _ do not sympahhize

16. Dogs make nice pets.

--sympathize _ do not sympat;llze (VIII)

ITo The child is father of the man.

--sympathize (_) dO not sympathize (VIII)

18. Heaven cannot brook two suns.

--sympathize (I) do not sympathize (I.I)

19o It is fun to meet other people°s families.

--sympathize _ _o not sympathize (VIII)

20. One should be careful not to disturb the neighbors.

--syn_athlze _ aO not sympathize _/

9.1. Stick by your guns.

--sympathize (If) do not sympathize

22. Geometry is more interesting than poetry.

--sympathize (X) do not sy=pathlze I_

23. Virtue is its own reward.

--sympathize _ do not sympathize (V)

24. Each man should, look after his own interests.

--srmpathize (VIII) do not s_m_athize

25= I would approve if a ahi_i of mine wanted to beoome a policeman.

--sympathize _ do not s_athize
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26_ Strangers are often amusing.

--sympathize _ do not sympathize

27@ The pez_ty for rape should be increas,._.
--sympaDhize (VIII) do not sympathize tvVV_

28° Individual sports are more fun than team sports.

--sympathize (VIII) _o not sympathize

29° If people want to sunbathe in the n_le, that's their business.

--sympathize _) do not sympathize

3o° When the cat's away, the mice will play.

--sympathize (_) do not sympathize

Slo A father should prevent his children i_com fighting among themselves.

--sympathize _ do not sympat_utze (VIII)

32° Unusual problems require unusual solutions.

--syr_athize _ do not sy_@athize

33° You al_ys hurt the o_e you love.

--sympathize ___ do not sympathize

34. Absence makes the heart grow f_Ider.

--sympathize _ do not sympathize (V)

35. _ere are two sides to everything.

--sz_athlze I_/ do not _jmpathi_

36° Silence is golden.

37. Variety is the spice of life.

--sympathize I_/ do =or sympathize

38. The fewer rules, the better.

--sympathize (VIII) do not sympathize

39- Spare the rod, spoil the child.

--sympathize (X) ao not sympathize (IX)

40° People get away with m_rder.

--sympathize (X) do not sympathize (IX)

41. Mothers of pre-school children should not hold Sobs.

--sympathize _ do not sympathize (VIII)

42. People who Juggle their income tax returns are unprimcipled.

--sympathize _ do not sympathize (V)
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43° Most people dresm about crime fairly often.

_.I -_-_- !_*r-c÷_ons often lead to major infractions.

--sympathize (X) do not sympathize (IX)

45° if a marriage isn't working, the partners should see a lawyer.

--sympathize _ do not sy_athize (_!)

46. You can expect students to try to cheat on examinations.

--sympathize (V) do not sympathize

47. It is fun to organize things.
- sympathize _ do not sympathize (VIII)

48. Someone always manages to straighten 1_aings out.

--sympathize _ do mot sympathlze _/

49_ Watching television is more fun thau playing cards.

--sympathize (VIII) do not sympathize

50. Supermarkets always have to be. on the look-out for shoplifterso

--sympathize _/ clO not sympathize

51. If someone crowds in lime, give them a dirty look.
--sympathize (X) do not sympathize (_)

52° Promises change with circtmmtances.

-=sympathize _ dO not sympathize

53° In bargaining, it's a good idea to "split the difference."

--sympathize (_) do not sympathize r.__AAA_Z

54° Move with the times.

--sympathize _ ao not sympathize (VIII)

55. On a trip, I prefer to do most of the driving.

--sympathize _ ao not sympathize

56° Democracy means "one man, one vote."

--sympathize _ do not symgathize (I)

57- If your friends get in an argument, you should smooth it over°

--sympathize _ dO not sy_athize (_)

58. Property is theft.

--sympathize (_) ao not sympaf/_ize (VIII)_

59° Democracy requires strong les_lers llke DeGaulle and FERo

--sympathize (I) do not sympathize i_/
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D 60_ ?_ms races 1_,su_ end i= war.
._sympathize _ do not sympathize

61o It is better to be patient and let things___ork themselves out.

..sympathize _ do not sympathize

62_ Husbands should help with the dishes.

..sympathize _ do not s_m_athize

63. Nuclear war is inconceivable.
--sympathize _ do not sys_athize

64° Children are happier if you stick by a few basic rules.

-.sympathize _/ do not sympathize

65° When the majority comes to a decision, debate should stop.

..sympathize _ dO not sympathize I_

66° To ge.t to know someone is to get to like tham_

--sympathize _ do not sympathize (VI!l)

67. One man's meat is another man's poison.
..sympathize _ ao not s_athize

8a

9"

As he brews_ so shall he drink.
--sympathize (VIII), _o not s>Im_athlze

Consistency is the hobgoblin of little minds.

.-sympathize _ dO not sympathize

70° In union there is strength.
--sympathize _ do not sy_a_oo_th!ze

71. The buyer shoul_ &_t his money's %_rth.
..sympathize _ do not sympathize (VIII.)

72. Society is llke a big immxrauee company.
.-sympathize _ do not sympathize (VIII)

73- Justice is necessarily harsh a_ awesome.
-.sympathize _ do not sympathize _/

74. In Rome, do as the Romans @o.
--sympathize _ do not sympa%hize

75. Vengeance is sweet.
--sympathize do not sympathize _/

76. Put not your trust in Princes.
--sympathize (II) do not sympathize (I)
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77°

_o

Evil _egets evil.
--sympathize i_ do not _n_pz%hize _/

Trust in God.

.-sy_paf/_ize (i) clo not sym_athi_;e

79- Beware of Grmeks bearing gifts.
--sympathize _ do not sympathize

80. The _tate exists fur the good life (Aristotle).

--sympathize _ do not sympathize

81. People act according to their private interests.

--sympathize _ do not sympathize

82. Latin should not _e ta_6ht in high schools.

--sympathize I_/ do not sympathize

83. Democracy means that interest _o_ps cannot thwart the majority.

-,_thize _ clO not sympathize I_

8_. When your fri_t into an argument, pitch in.-._thize do not sympathize

85. Little Lea_e baseball is a goo_ thin_.
--sz_a_htze _ _o not sZ_ethize

86. Rules should be written _own clearly.

--sympathize _ do not sympathize

--sympathize _ clo not, s_thize

8B. Most couples who fight are _ust 8_tting some_hin6 off their chests.

--s_athize _ ao no_ _achize _/

89. Meay people are _hony an_ overbearing.
--s_m3a_Ltze (_) do not _=pc_ize

90. Most people ere 1_t_r oft stlckin6 with tried ax_ tested solutions°

-.sympathize _ do not sympathi:,_e

A father should see ,/_t his ehi_..6e% _ medical told dental care°9L
..sympathize _ _o _o5 s_mpaT_%Ize

92. To thine own self _ true.
-.sz_pata_ze _ do not _j_-_hize

930 All men are born equsl.
.-syr_athize (II) clo no¢ sympafJlize (I)
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94°

95°

96°

7©

Don st inconvenience your friends.

--sympathize _ do not symI_athize

Justice has to be. tendered _ith mercy.

--_.j-__athize_ do not s_athize

People who won't do the_ share _ a paln in the neck.

--sympathize _ do not sy_athlze

One good deed deserves another.
--syr_athize _ do not _thfze

98. Force is no argument.

--sympathize (VI) do not sympathize (V)

9 _

lO0°

Like father, like son.

--sympathize i_ do not sympathize

Justice is giving each man his due.

--sympathize (VIII) do not s_m_m_athize(_)


